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HE New SgraraTION from 

odor Church had never gain d 

b many Proſelytes, if the 
KReaſons onwhich it is groun- 


DOH | | 
ded had been impartially compar d with 


thoſe ſolid Anſwers, Which have been 
given to even every the leaſt Shadow 


of an Argument, which the indefati- 


gable Labour, and excellent Wit of its 
Defenders could invent. What has 
deterr'd ſeveral well-meaning Perſons 
from ſtudying the Controverſy, as they 
ought, is partly its Bulk, partly its 
being above their Capacity : They 
A 2 have 
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- nor are they he to judge of thoſe 
Arguments, Which are — from the 
conmoyentd Senſe of Quotations from 
Tux FarnERs, and to underſtand the 
orce of which a competent Skill in the 
learned Tanguag uages is neceflary. To 


remedy this Inconvenience, I have re- 
duc d the Subſtance of what has been 
wrote on both Sides into this ſhort 
Compaſs, and having thrown out thoſe 
elaborate Criticiſms (which were of no 
other Signification in the Controverſy, 
than to thew the Learning of the Wri⸗ 
ter that uſes them) I have ſtated =" | 
thing material in fo clear a Metho 
that I hope this Book, in the Hands of 
the Laity, will prove an effectual Anti- 
dote againſt all the ſubtle Reaſonings of 
our NEW REFORMERS. I have made 
no References to the Places quoted out 
of Tux FarnERS, becauſe to them, 
for whoſe Uſe this Abridgment i is prin- 
cipally deſign d, they will be of no Ser- 


vice; * Men of Learning and Lei- 
ſure 
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ſure will not content themſelves with 
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Abridgments, but read the Controver- 
ſy at large. I dare appeal to our Ad- 


verſaries themſelves, whether I have 
not faithfully propos d their Objections 


in their full Strength, and put nothing 


in their Mouths, but what they have 


really {aid in the Controverſy; not ex- 
cepting even the ridiculous Challenge 
at the End, which Nxorhrrus, 1 
ſuppoſe, has not forgot. 

1 had once ſome Thoughts of redu- 


eing their chief Arguments into Syllo- 


giſm, and moſt of them would have 
made as odd a Figure, as that from the 
Teſtimony of JusrIi N MarTrx, which 
is ſo reduc'd in the Book: But I con- 
tent my ſelf with having ſ{tripp'd them 
of that falſe Ornament, which the elo- 


quent Pen of the Aurnox or THE 


Reasons had varniſh'd them over 
with: Their Weakneſs is now ſuffici- 
ently manifeſted ; and as the other Me- 
thod would have been too dry, ſo the 
Conſequence of an Argument will be 

much 


vi De PRE TAC E. 
cayet; better appr prehended by vulgar 
Underftandings in this Form. M may 
God to Bleſs this Work, 
may be a Means of — thoſs) 
who have been wavering, of Ein 

back to the Church thoſe, who ing 
been ſeduc'd from it, and of ſilencing 
the Gainſayer, which was the ſole 105 
tent of its Fa ad in compiling and 


F Tradition 
0 Of the Mixture he 
Prov. ix. 1. 5. clard * 55 
The Paſchal Cup not neceſſarily a hit Cup: 7, 
Unleaven'd Bread as en as mix*d Wine 8 5 

1 * 4 Saviour s Words not neceſſarily e 


ing Water to, 11 
"to Diſtinction between the Fruit of the 2 Int, 
22 41 Fruit of the Tree 11, 12 
Wine not the only thing mention'd, becauſe the 
1 Ingredient 13 
eir Argument from the End of the Inflitution 
' © anſwer'd <5... 
John 1 Ep. ch. v. 8. confider d 15 


| Their Fe ument from Heb. ix. 19. anſwer'd 16 
That flew John xvi. 12. rephed of 16, 17 


the Teſtimony of Juſtin 17, 18 
05 Irenæus and Clemens Alexanchinus 19 
Of Sr. Cyprian 20, 24 
Of Origen phe a, & 
Of the 4s oftolical Conſtitutions 224, 25, 2 
Of the Liturgies f K. Baſil and F. Cs. 

ſtom 26, 27 
Of the Council of Trullo 27, 28, 29 
Of Prayer for the Dead 29, 46 
What — they think it f to the Dead 

conſs der'd 29, 30 
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Of their the laſt Verſe - Page 

_ of St. John's. Goſpel . _. 13 
Of thelnſtance Mit in the B, of Maccabees 30.3 I 
GER vi. 18. 3732 


ff the Teftimony ef Tertullian 33,38 


Of St. Cyprian 38, 39 
Of the Ancient Liturgies 39 | 
D 40 
Of St. Ambroſe CN pan ed 
Of Sr. Auſtin 5 41 

41, 42 


Of St. Cyril f Jeruſalem . | 

Of the Lawfulneſs of Prayer for the Dead 42 

Whether there are Prayers for the Dead in the 

_ preſent Litur mas 3, 44 

of, Reſtorers bad no Authority to 3 
Offices 5 45 

Of St. Paul's Rule of Forbearance Rom. xiv. 45 

Of the Prayer forthe Deſcent of the H. Ghoſt 46 

Of their Teſtimonies from the Fathers 46 

F Chriſt's bleſſing the Elements 47, 48 

Of Heb. ix. 14. SE 48 

LESS. | .--. 49 

Of the Form of Conſecration in our Liturgy 50 

Of the Oblatory Prayer 8 51, 54 

An Alteration of the Liturgy on this Head 
prov'd unneceſſary and inexpedient from 4 
Mr. Johnſon, one of their own Witneſſes 52 

Strange Opinions of our new Reformers 55 
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* I thank God, 

1 never enjoy d better 


but what Grounds had 


Ks 3 your ur F = 
, Neoph. Very good Grounds; for I; could 
never imagine, that any thing but Sickneſs 
could detain you ſo long from the public 
Worſhip of God, which, I am informed, you 
have not been preſent - theſe three Months. 
ren. 
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IC! Why, you had better never go to Pray- 
ers, than join with him, or any in Communi- 
on with him: He cheats you of Half the in- 
ſtituted Matter of the Cup, every Time he 
adminiſters the Sacrament; the Elements he 
diſtributes are not rightly confecrated; and it 
were well, if, as the Papiſts have ſtruck the 
Second Commandment out of the Decalogue, 
he would ſtrike the Article of the Communion 
Saints out of the Creed, for by his Practice 
— wars | 
Iren. I cry you Mercy, Sir; are you then 
one of thoſe degenerate Sons of thi burch of 
England, who have lately ſet up New Eſſen- 
x and in an unwarrantable Manner ſepa- 
rated from the Church, in whoſe Communion 
you receivd your Baptiſin? I Abſence from 
your Aſſemblies be the withdrawing from the 
public Worſhip,” which you ſpeak of, I own 
the Charge, and hope, by the Grace of God, 
never to be ſo far a Partaker in Schiſm, as 
to join with you in this unhappy Breach of 
Church-Communion © © 0w©1«O 7 
Neoph. You talk too faft, Sir; have you 
ever conſider'd on which Side our 7 te 
** 


"= 


* * >” y——_ 


o CE * . 
IM ”Y 46 » / 
y 5 v__—_ * 
7 . 
+ % 
' hn” 


MK, 
CK. 


| ; " * Y ed 
Diviſibns are to be charg d? a g Wi 6 y 
are, that'are'guil) of the Separati 1 
Ju. ever. read „egen 
four Pot infiſte] e . 
en. Yes, and e e i Aude to 
them, calrd the Vo Re#fpns, &c. and in the 
Fear. of God confider 'd them, and the Reſult 
is, that I am fully ſatisfied, that there are no 
* Defeds in Effntials, in the Offices of our 
Church; that, in prefling the Neceflity of the 
four Points, ou teach for Doctrines the Com- 
mandments of Men; and AS, the Com- 
mnnion of the Church, and thinking your ſelv ves 
juſtified in fo doing, becauſe they? tis not re- 
ſtor'd, you make void the Commanas of God, 
which in ſuch expreſs Terms condemn alt Di- 
, _ and Separztions, hy your Traditions.” 
NY ho Charge, if true; but think 
Wa i will light, if we can prove ch 
on we call Eſſentials, to be ſo. 1 . 
en. That you can never d. 
Meopb. Lou are very confident ; but if vou 
are at Leiſure, and willy to diſcourſe With 1 
me on theſe Heads, doubt not to give you = 
full Satisfaction. | 
Iren. I never ſhut my Ears agil better 
Information: Lam always willing to hear the 
utmoſt any Se# can plead for their Tenets, fo 
that tho I may be poſſibly miſtaken, I never 
will be a Heretic; and if you pleaſe to ſit 
down, I am willing to take the preſent Op- 
portunity of hearing 1 have to — 
2 eſe 
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1 of m mixing Water with * ine in 95 ; 


Cup: but.it will be . Ne to oo 
My 48-5 a4 2 to the, Whole, the 
adition Io int ur. 

ToT 15 54 — are beholden ps 


w- 
e of the Canon of Scripture ; and if we 
1 e it ſelf from 75 Aulitian, 


ought in Equity to have Recourſe to it fer 
true Senſe thereof. 


Ie. 
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he 
I am not for lengping Diſpugsyn- un- 


rly, and would there 


cell; e wave. this 
int; ſince, Wi Jam not miſtaken, the Tra- 


Fairs you plead for, are only ſuch, as have 
been. received. by all Chriſtians, in all Places, 
and can be trac d up to the Prima- Primitive 
Hue Age. Ain ſuch 7 raditions the 


Church 
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Ser forth. her Maident; ſbe crieth upon the 
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Church of, Ps. not. e neither 


contend; for 
Ne = 9 les the 2 
them: hex em; r. e ſo clear 
e i, the 2 9 1 5 early ag the e 
Service. in interpreting 
— Net it will never fallow ; that it ean 
a Rule to inte pret Seri pure, When 
he Senſe it giyes thereof is a direc Contradi- 
<7 the Words of Scriprures So that, if you 
P N 2y proceed directly to the Mixture. 
ah 45155 Yo if Iprave. Water Part of 
inſtituted Cu p, * no more need be 
ys to prove the Necefiity of the Mixture. 
that Water was Part pf Chri/t's.inflituted Gu 
Fry 15 3 ix. Miſdhm bath built ber 
44% ath hewn gut her ſeuen Pillars: She 
2 killed her Tote fr bath mi led herWine, 
bath alſo. furniſhed ber Table; Sbe em 


higheſt Places of the City «Whoſe is ſample, let 


| 7 8 tr 5 es for him t hat wanteth 
1g, ſh 
ky — e e 


ith to him Come cat of 
of the Wine which I have 
min Landen 59% Theſe Words are by 
the deſt E 1 bY interpreted of the Fuchs- 
nifty and from t Letter of the Text it is as 
evident, - that the Vine is nix d, as that the 
Elements are Bread and Wine: And the eter- 
nal Wiſdom of the Father does expreſsly here 
require us all, to drink of the Wine he has 
we in as plain and ſtrong Terms, as to 

eat 


(6) 
eat of his Bread. This proves'the'Neefty 
of the Mixture. 8 3 2H 0 207 Abe 40 2 
Tren. Tour ent is founded on a Mi- 
ſtake, which thre this whole Controverſy ou 
frequently run into: Wherever vo — 
thoſe Greek, 'Latin, or Hebrew Words, which 
are ſometimes properly render d 2 Mixture, to 
Mingle, &. you imagine, that they muſt ne- 
ly have the ſame Signification; whereas 
the learned in theſe Languages aſſert, that in 
the beſt Authors they frequently ſignify n 
more than to pour bit, to give to drink. Thi 
has been confirm'd by Abundance of Citati- 
ons, but more particularly from Nev. xiv. 10. 
where the Word, which ſometimes ſignifies to 
ming le, is applied to unmix d Wine, and there- 
fore muſt neceſſarily ſignify ppured out, as our 
Tranſlation rightly renders it; The Wine 
the Wrath of God, "which is poured out with-. 
out Mixture. So alſo Ch. xviii. 6. In the Cup, 
which\ſbe harh filled, fill to her double, ſuys 
dur Tranſlation; where the Greek Word, 
which they twice render to fl, is the ſame, 
that ſometimes ſignifies to mingle, To confirm 
this, the Note of Theodorus Mopſueftems' on 
Pſalm Ixxv. 9. may be not improper, in which 
he puts the Queſtion, how the Pſalmi/t having 
en of unmix'd Wine, preſently calls it 
mix d; and the Reaſon he aſſigns is, becauſe 


the Word, which ſigniſies a Mixture, is often 
us d for ſuch a — of Liquor as is ſuffi- 
uch as will fill a Cup. 

Whilſt 


eient for a Draught, 
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Liquor poured out 
by 1 de iſe , i 


fies mixing, it 
n ext in the Pro- 
verbs. gught not to be tranſlated, She bath 
gaured out her Wine; — and Drink . 

ine, which, 1 have poured out. 1. 

Neopb. In the Judgment of Hammond, and 
Grot ius, 1 pac you cited 5 be. — 7 
preted of a, Cup containing Wine unmix 
with reſpect to any ſoftning, allaying Liquor, 
mix d with reſpect to thoſe; poiſonous. Herbs, 
which were ordinarily given to Perſons put 
to Death, and to A Sts Jam alludes, as 
alſo does the Pſalmiſ/t. 

Tren. Our Tranſlatars andeefibed them other- 

wiſe; and though we ſhould grant your Con- 
ſtruckion right, yet you cannot deny it to be 
the Idiom of thoſe. Languages to expreſs 
mixing, pouring out, and giving to drink, by 
the {ame Words. 

Neoph... But, if I comaabe it appear from 
the Hiſtory of the be kg. that Water was 
an eſſential Part of the Cup, I hops you will 
then grant, that the Text in the Proverbs 
ought. to be underſtood of a Mixture. I think, 


it will not be denied, that our ble 7 Savi- 

our ſettled the Canem at his 

ne 2 Reſemblance with the Paſchal * 

Now, Dr. Lightfoot ja from 
ame, That at the 
Paſchal 


Mainen ider and the 
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a1 d, yet 2 follows hot chat 
. Mo 5755 oct ; Wis 15 
art afc 
and ſo Yohat Oh dne uſed 3 be inf 
red From vine f e 3 1 
Meopb. The fter tHe Paſchal 
was over, are moſt teten to be 17 5 
che Remaitider of what was provided for the 
Paſſover 5 for the Se pe \ gives not "the 
teſt Hint of any fiew Provifion. 
Ven. Tou quoted Pr. Lightfoot juſt thy, 
and do not both he and fay, hat 
though Few uſed pute Wine at the Paſſover 
He did his Duty; how then can we be furt, 
that our Lord wfed a Mixture ? But though 
A 
f to prove, v t ; 
| _ us d the mix d Po chaF Cap, it will tio 


more prove the of the: e, than 
His ufing HE" Pafrbal wmleauthed Brea, will 
the Neceſſity of unlexyetied Bread. = 


Neoph,-If is not certain, that he Ad uſe 
ade d Bred < for che Jene were not 
obliged tod put a) Leavert till he fourteenth 
Day in the Weg un whertas" the Euc bariſt 
- 1e. on thirtee enth, our Saviour 
keeping the PaſÞver a Day foonier than "the 
Be Thee, as being at chat time to be offered 
© 


Iren. 
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A 46957) wh , 
en., The Time of our W keeping 
the Palſaver, is a thing much diſputed among 
the Commentators, and is foreign to our pre- 
ſent Purpoſe: For, on whatever Day he Tepe 
it, there being a poſitive, Command of God, 
that with; unleavened Bread and bitter c Horb 
they ſhould eat it. Ex. xii. 8. we cannot ima- 
gine, that he would, in direct Contradiction 
thereto, make uſe of leavened Bread. Dx. Ham- 
mond, indeed, in his Note on Mark xiv, 12. 
gives probable Reaſons, to prove, that our 

Saviour did not eat the Paſchal Supper at all; I 
and, if that hold good, the whole Foundation 4 

of your Arguments, from the Reſemblance of 4 

the Euchariſt and the Paſchal Supper, is en- 

tirely overthrown. . er in 

| Weoph, J ſhall not meddle at preſent with ' 

Dr. Hammond's Notion; but to take off the 

Force of your Objection about unleavened 
Bread, I deſire you to confider, that leavened 

Bread is a Species of Bread, but Wine is not 

a Species of Wine and Water; the Water is a 

diſtinct Subſtance from the Wine, Part of the 

inſtituted Matter of the Cup; but the Leaven 

is not a diſtinct Subſtance from the Bread. 

Tren. No, what Subſtance then does it in- 

here in, before the Bread is leavened? Can 

one Accident inhere in another? This is fine 

Philoſophy indeed. 1 

58 Experience ma convince you, that 

Doug, if you let it lie till it grow ſowre, will 

leaven it (elf. 7 
| | C = ir en. 
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pea: 1, A 
Iren, What then? Would you infer from 
thenee, that the Salt and Leaſt, with which 


by 9 


ir is generally leavened, are not a diſtinct Sub- 


ſtance from the Bread? Would you draw an 
univerſal Coneluſion from one particular In- 
ſtance? And now I think it clear, that if you 
would act conſiſtently, you ought to admini- 


ſter in unleavened Bread; it being more cer- 


tain, that it was Bread unleavened, which 
Chriſt gave to his Diſciples, when he ſaid; 
Take, eat, this is my Body, than that it was 
a mid Cup, which he gave them as the Sym- 
bol of his Blood. I have already obſerved, 
that the Cuſtoms of the Fews do not 
neceſſarily prove the Paſchal Cups to be mix'd 
Cups; and I think it highly reaſonable to 
ſuppoſe, that had our Saviour defigned to have 
the Euchariſt celebrated in Water as well as 
Wine, he would have told us ſo: But in the 
Hiſtory of the Inſtitution we find not the leaſt 
Hint of any thing more in the Cup, than the 
Fruit f the Vine; Matt. xxvi. 29, which muſt 
needs imply, either that there was no Water 
in the Cup, or that Chri/? did not make it a 


neceſſary eſſential Part of the Inſtitution. 


Neopb. Our Saviour's Words do not necc{- 
farily exclude Water. 

Iren. Neither do they neceſſarily exclude 
any other Liquor, if nothing but an expreſs 
Prohibition will ſuffice: At this rate, provi- 
ded we uſe Wine, we may add whatever 


other Liquor we pleaſe, and eat any thing 


we 


no where expreſs prohibited the 


| by ſhewing, that 
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we Mind t bn 
There was a ridiculous Se& of Montaniſi 
tics, in the ſecond Century, d 50 — 


who thought it neceſſary to cat Cheele witn 


the Euchariſi Bread: * 


ht with 25 
good à Grace have pleaded 


that 4s Cbri 
7 07 of 


Cheeſe, his Words did not neceſſarily _ex+ 
clude it. Beſides we are not now enquiring, 
whether the Mixture be forbidden, o as to 
make the Uſe of it ſinful, but whether. it be ſo 
enjoined, as to-make itneceſſar I toe 
eoph., I ſhall prove it ta be. ſo enjoyned, 
Chrift 's Words include Wa- 
ter; for he being a- Few, is to be underſtood 
to ſpeak. — 4 to the Fewiſh Phraſeolog y, 
in which Wine mix'd with Water is called tbe 
Fruit of the Vine, and pure Wine the Fruit 
of the Tree. This is clear from the Talmud, 
as cited by Dr. Lightfoot. 

Iren. This is a {enſeleſ; $ Diſtin&tion with- 
out a Difference: For of what Tree but the 
Vine, can Wine be called the Fruit? Or what 
Vine ever produced Wine and Water? Inſtead 
of pinning our Faithon ſuchan abſurd Diſtincti- 
on, it would be much ſafer and better tofollow 
St. Paul's Advice to Titus, Chap. i. 14. not 
to give heed to Jewiſh Fables, — Command. 
ments of Men that turn from the Truth. 

Neoph. Will you not allow the Jer to 
ſettle york own Language to aſſign the {Notes 
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en, Ves; but this Diſtinction was never 


2 common manner of expreſſing among the 
Jer; and the Talmud (which the great Pa- 
tron of your new Separation confeſſes, in his 
Dictionary, to contain a Multitude of ridicu- 
fous Traditions and Fables, and Blafphemies of 
ſeveral. Kinds) can be no Rule to interpret 
Chriff's' Words, eſpecially when the Interpre- 
tation would make them Nonſenſe: ' But in 


truth, had the Miſbna, the moſt valuable Part 
of the Talmud, been conſulted, you had ne- 


ver been led by the' Authority of Dr. Light- 
foot into this Miſtake; for the Talmud 1s as 
expreſsly againſt you, as we can with : There- 
in we are told, that the Bleſſings uſed for the 


Fruit of all other Trees, are, Hleſſed he thor, 


that createſt the Fruit 22 Tree; but, for 
Wine, Thou that createſt the Fruit of the Vine; 
and, that though Rabbi Eliezer was of Opi- 
nion, that this Bleſſing was not to be uſed 
till the Wine was mix d, yet the wiſe Men 
bleſſed it before; and, that the Deciſion was 
according to the wiſe Men. This proves, 
that in your own dear Talmud, the Fruit of 
the Vine ſignifies unmix'd Wine; and though 
you could have proved the Contrary from it, 
yet, Ithink the Judgment of St. Bail and St. 
Chryſoftom, would be of more Weight to de- 
termine the Senſe of our Saviour's Words: 
The firſt of whom calls the Cup, before the 

| Mixture, 


/ 


, 2 * 184 2 A ” ** 5 5 yt a 2 
a Al * * 2 * — K * c - * 7 * 
> * 4 if ba i wa * 7 
. « ky * * - * + 


- Mikthre, rhe Fruit | he lat 
ter on Mart. Xvi. 29. in expreſs Words at- 
ſerts, that our Saviour made uſe of Wine, 
Fb avibe Vine produces; and that the Vine 
produces Wine, not Water. 12 
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of the Vine; and the lit- 
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* \Neoph, Well, but though the Fruit of the 

Vine ſignifies Wine only, Wine only may 

e mentioned, becauſe it is the principal In- 

o — . 

Wie This is poorly begging the Queſtion, 
y 


ſince nothing can be produced to prove it, 
Mopb. I prove it 55 the Authority of Plu- 
zarch, who ſays, that a Mixture, though it 
bad moſt Water in it, was from the principal 


Liquor calld Wine. 


Iren. This is arguing contrary to your own 


Rules, from the Phrafeology of the Greeks,” to 


the. Phraſeology of the Fews: And though the 
Word Wine may in an improper Senſe be us'd 
for a Mixture, yet where there is no Proof of 
a Mixture, as in the preſent Caſe, .it ought 
to be taken in its own proper Senſe. | 

** Neopb. By your Fayour, Sir, I have a de- 
monſtrative Proof of the Mixture and its 
Eſſentiality too, taken from the very End of 
the Inſtitution of the Sacrament; which being 
that we might ſbem forth the Lord's Death, till 
he come, the Cup muſt be ſuppoſed to repre- 
ſent his Blood ſhed in ſuch a manner, as to 
manifeſt the Reality of his Death : This can 


be done only by a Cup of Wine and Water, 


for all ſhedding of Blood does not neceſſarily 
| | infer 
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infer Death; but the Blood and Water which 
flowed out of our Seviour's Heart, when the 
Saldier pierced his Side with the Spear, was 
a Demonſtration of his being truly dead; This 
therefore is the ſhedding of Sor Lond's Blood, 
which we are to repreſent in the Euchariſt; 
and ſince Water flowed from his Side at the 
ſame time, we cannot ſhew forth the Rea- 
lity of his Death, but by a Cup of Wine ane 
| Tren. Though ſhedding Blood from a Wound, 
whach has not acted fe Heart, do not neceſ- 
| farily infer Death, yet it is evident in Fact, 
> 577 not one in ten of thoſe who die of a 
ound, are pierced into the Heart: And as 
to the particular Caſe of  qur Sæviour; that 
Wound, from whence the Water and Blood 
flowed, was ſo far from being the Cauſe of | 
his Death, that he was :dvally dead before. 
This appears from the Account of. it: by St. 
Fobn, whois the only Evangeliſt, that men- 
tions this Circumſtance of our Saviour's Paſ- 
ſion. Chap. xix. v. 30. he tells us, that Je- 
ſus having received the Vinegar, ſaid, it is 
finiſhed: And bowed bis, head and gave up the 
204% v. 33. That when they , came to Fe ſus, 
ſew that he was dead already, they brake 
is lege; but one of the Soldiers with a 
4 his fide, and forthmith there came 
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nor 


fpear pierce 


out blosd and water. I believe by this time 
| — are aſhamed of your Argument, and am 
orry to find a Clergyman fo grolsly ignorant of 
| | | . HET 
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the maſt important Part of Scripture-Hiſtory 


25 to Tun into ſuch a fatal Miſtake, ald A 


affert ſo poſitively and confidently, that no- 
thing can demonſtrate the Reality of Chriff's 
th, but that, before, and excluſive of 
which, the Holy Ghoſt witneſſes him to have 
ere, 59 
Neopb. Though I have been guilty of a 
Miſtake here, yet you cannot way t the 


Water and the Blood are by St. Fobn in his 
firſt Epiſtle Chap. v. 8. ſaid t bear Witneſs 
to our Saviour on Earth: And theſe Witneſſes, 
whom God has connected, we muſt not ſacri- 
legiouſly put aſunder. And I ſhould be 
glad to know, if Water may be omitted, why 
not Wine? g 8 
Iren. That the Vater and Blood bear Wit 
neſs to Chriſt on Earth is an undoubted Truth; 
but how does this prove the Mixture? The 
Fathers all underſtand hy the Teſtimony of 
the Water the Sacrament of Baptiſm. 
Neoph. What then? Did not they notwith- 
ſtanding uſe a mix'd Cup ? | 
Iren. Who among them did, and on what 
Grounds, we ſhall ſee, when we come to their 
Teſtimonies: In the mean time to your Que- 
ſton, why Wine may not be omitted as well as 
Water? I reply, becauſe Chriſt plainly tells 
us, that what he appointed to repreſent his 
Blood, was the Fruit of the Vine; but as he ſays 
not a Word of Water, ſo neither have you te 
leaſt Shadow of Proof, that he us'd it; for if 


vou 
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you can neither prove, that our Savio us d 
the Paſchal Cup, nor that a, Few might not 
perform his Duty in an unmix'd Cup, you mult 
own the Silence of the Evangeliſts as to Wa- 
ter, a ſufficient Argument of the Neceſſity of 
Neoph. Two good Reaſons may be given, 
why their Silence is no. Diſproof of the Mix- 
ture. The" firſt, becauſe though the Blood, of 
the Old Covenant, the Type of that of Chrift; 
the Author of the New Covenant, is not in any 
Part of the Old Teſtament faid to be mix d 
with Water, yet in the Epi/le to the Hebrews, 
Chap. ix 19. We find it expreſsly recorded, 
that Moſes took the Blood. with Mater; ſo 
alſo it may be in the Inſtitution of the Eu- 
chariſt. . 3 8 
Iren. Before this Reaſon can be of any 
Service to you, you muſt prove the Water 
to have been us d by Moſes, as an Eſſent ial, 
and not as an indifferent uncommanded Rite: 
and even then your Argument would amount 
to a bare Poſſibility, that the ſame Omiſſion 
might be in the Hiſtory of the Euchariſtical 
Inſtitution; and we muſt not build Eſſentials 
on bare Poſſibilities, OS 
Neoph, The ſecond Reaſon why the Silence 
of the Evangeliſis in the Hiſtory. of the In- 
ſtitution is no Diſproof of the Mixture, is; 
becauſe our Saviour might conceal. it from the 
Apoſtles, there being diverſe things, which the: 
were not able to bear, which were afterwards 
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Len. This is another of your Pojfbilzries, 
nd ſo ridiculous a one, that I am amazed to 
ear it from a Man of your Learning: The 
things, which the Apoſtles were not able to 
bear, and of which Chriſt ſpeaks, 79bj# xl. 12. 
Are by the teſt Expoſitors ſuppbſed to 2 


1 


ds, the Abrogation % the Ceremonial Law. 


. the Rejeftion of the Jews, and the calling in 


of the Gentiles, Theſe Myſteries' were ſo 
contrary to thoſe Prejudices the Diſeiples 
had entertained, that they were not able*to 
bear them then: But what ſo aſtoniſhing, ſo 
ſhocking to their Faith, could there be, in the 
mixing Water with the Fuchariſtic Wine p Was 
his ſo deep and amazing a Myſtery, that the 
Apoſtles could not then be in Prudence en- 
truſted with? Beſides what was then conceal- 


ed from them, was revealed at the comin 
of the Holy Ghoſt, but we have not a Wore 


475 of the 


Apoſtolic Writings concerning 


ixture. | 


*"-Neoph.” To my Arguments from S/#iprive 


I'ſhall now add the Teſtimonies of the FA- 
THERS,; and my firſt Witneſs for the Mix- 
tire is, {tin Martyr, who was probably: born 
before the Death of St. John, and lived in Palæ- 
fine, where the Chriſtian Religion was firftpub- 
liſhed : This great Father deſcribing the Practice 
of the Cbirch, _ teſtifies, that Water 


Was 


of) their Prayers before 1 155 5 lay 


©. 13 
was Mix d mit h Wine zu the Euchhariſtie Cup; 
This proves the M txture an 155 be age 
and coeval with the Inſtitution. 


Confutation, but to he put into Syllogiſm, and 
then it will ſtand unn. 
That which was in Uſe ig the Churchof Pa- 
leſtine aboye 309 Years after the Inſtitutiom 
ot; the Eucbarift,. mutt needs be coeval tathe 
rr wo eie ods oct 
The Mixture is affirmed by 
to have been in Uſe in the Church of Paleſtine 
above 200 Years after the Inſtitutianof the Eu- 
Hg, 
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tik rede me Ajay ot this ym, 11 
be your Convert? One would avs imaginedby 
your aſſuming to your ſelvesthe Name of Primic 

Primitive, that you had the firſt Century expreſ 
on your Side, that Clemens Romanus, Hermas, g- 
natiuo, and Eper had been full and clear in 
your Favour; but ſince this of 7u/tzn Martyr is 
the firſt Teſtimonꝝ you can 5 
Mention of the 1 re, as the Cuſtom of 
the Church, where he — 1 is not early e- 
nough to prove it coeval with the Inſtitution. 
In the Words immediately preceeding thoſe 
you quote, Juſtin tells us, That at the fd 
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oy 1 | 
"Tk Nes Mguiſh between Cerb- 
mony 484 the Mnf | Aa on: Thefor. 
88 are left to Arenen har Lande and the 
Appointment of e ie the latter are 
| I penſahle, unalterable. he Eove-Peaſts, 
and the Holy Fine of the former fort; the 
Fo ge Htter. 
en. That is, in your © Opltiton 5 bat as 1 
— alrs conſidered your Argiitents fro Fro 
| 2 of the eee and th 
Water 75 be the inſtituted Matter of th 
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3 next Teſtimonies are 5 ga 
＋ and mens Alexandrinus, . 2 NA 4 
| Frey, The Paſſages you cite from thoſe Ea. 


thers are yery dark and abſcure, and we illi- 
terate en are neither Judges whati is the 
true Tranihntionef them, nor what is the Senſe 
of the very Eng liſo * them by; . 

2 eſire 
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255 « Epiſtle i mares the Ne Ut * 
ine in the acramental Cup, a ME 
Who ae WED Water only:/The Precept 
18 8 79 Fi Q be ct Saviour are urged to 
ove. the Neceſſity of uſing. Wine, nor K 
Ter; # +200 though. from his frequent Uſe; of the 
rale mixing Wine in t he Cub, it 6 05 tho 
Iven he no 


hethoy ight the Uſe of Water 
Pere 9 that he thought it neceſſary. 


.Neoph. Your Aſſertion is 1 r d had you 
8224 e wid le cul - 
For when 


67 Mater without Wine, nor = ine lr 
ater, is the Lord's Cup. This is ſo clear 
a Full, that you haye ng I of a 
pl. 

726 Lou triumph too ſoon: * as ſpecious : as 
your. Argument is, it is really a poor Miſre- 
er an © of the Senſe of St. Erlen, who 


in 


25 Place 0 refer, ta, is dat ſumtmming up 
roy Je Cauſe, but only drawing an Info- 
r Notion. of: his, that the 
Balle the People,” and the 
) gf 1h wth, the Hucheriftic Vine re. 
| gre/ented their Union with Chriſt: Having laid 
7 2 2 this myſtical; Reaſon for "the a 


e ＋ bug, Athat is, if 
myſtic cal Reaſon for the Mixture; be-al- 
ow'd A good) in the 7 of the 
„ Wwe 9ugyt not 19 + offer Vater We, 
Long ine. alone : And the Reaſon. 
it is, not any and e 26G Ie! 
of gur 009 Of e no Os | 


Gas gum you ba ex —— W 
diately Sales bach F we offer Wine 
ene, t be Blood ain vette te e wit haus 
Pe myſtical Reaſon is the only 
| nd he has the Uſe of Water; he does 
not 1157 185 80 the Inſtitution, - 
| Nerd nen might ipephably be in+ 
5 from . 5 Sende and the 
Difference, hetwixt his Reaſon for the Inſtitu- 
tion of the Cup, and that given by our Sævi- 
our; Our Saviour appoints it to be for the 
Remembrance of his Death: St. Cyprian teaches 
it to be to repreſent the Union between Chrift 


and the People. Let this very myſtical Rea- 


Pn will prove the Water no conſtituent Part of 
e Cup, becauſe Vine only is ſaid to repre- 


ſent the Blood of Chriſt, which he over and 
9 50 oyer 
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the* true, Will prove 
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This 1 take id be che tris 51 

Nic bert uſed tlie 2 "Aid a Hen, 
Uſe ef / witnix'd Wine, we. . or 
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Meepb. Be it ſo then: But what Neveſht 
is there, that che Type and Amer: il 
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105 A 
fundamental Point, in which Melabiſaate was: 
the Type of 9 will admit of no Addition. 
55 Qprian being thought ſo deciſte in my 
ns and fo grep Weight kid, * oh his 
WenNority,,. 1 delire to KNOW, ou 
think it 'neceſſa ry to revive the Cuftons df 
Communicating Infants, of which he ſpeaks 
with ſo much F — and which the whale 
| fp down. to the twelſth Century practi- 
nd is continued i in een _— 


to wg. The D831 0 
pb. 


he great Aarbor af rhe Reefs has 
told you, that: you may rvive/it-as ſoon as 


you pleaſe. Hum dl 
Then. And yet chat! 8 


very Author, 
veral Witneſs confeſs d, That thi Cuſtem was 
baile on 4 miſtaken Senſe f John xi. 33. Aud 
would he have us reſtore 1 th 3 of 
the Ancient? ier 5 
Neonb. This Caſtom is not — be. 
fore  St..Cyprian's Time, and he does not plead 
for it as negeſfary, or enfurc d by a Co 
of, our Saviaur-, Wikexcas. tho: Mixture. is 


prov'd 
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Je eat the Fleſb 
27 Blood x4 


to return to the Mixture, Origen, who was 


 Cotemporary to St. Cyprian, nay,” the earlier 


dbb neceflary from 
and 33 


on 9T8.Y- e fil Hens if | 


en The Neceſſity of: wine in the Cup is 


Fan prob d from rhoſe Fathers, TD 
of Water-neither' kram em not St. e Fien: 
to Communicating Infants, if the 
Slides it on thoſe Words ef Chriſt, . 
the Son of Man, tid. ot 
e bade 0 Life in ge; there can 
de no Diſpute, but they look d on it as neceſ⸗- 
ſaty to the Salvation of Infants, and enforced 
by the poſitive'Comtand of our Saviour. But 


of the wi e open ly. that our Saviour 
did not mix bis M ine, that be entertain d 
bi Diſciples with uni d Wine.” 1 know you 
pretend to diſcover, ' that łhe Paſſage is cor- 


rupt, and ought to be read otherwiſe; but 


have not dealt fo fairly in this Contro- 
verſy, as to deſerve to be bẽlievd, when you 
cannot produce ſo much as a ſingle Copy to 
countenance ur new Le&ion, 

: Neoph. ) My next Authority ſhall be from 
the Apoftali 4 Conſtitutiont, which, in the 


Conſecratiom Prayer, addreſs d to 'God in the 


higheſt Circumſtances of Pang 0 plainly 
iay, that our Saviour, at the Inſtitut ion 
wmix'd the Cu with Wi Ine and Witter. * And 
can we ſup that in ſo ſolemn a Part of 
divine Service, the Compiler of that Prayer 
* tell God a 1805 


Tren. 
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Li 25700 
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„ Chr; x Ny. hue 1 
Lime they might be more politiſe of Hur Sa: 
VV 
82 21 Innen + 1 © 
good Grounds to be; thus, tho? the Veracity. 
of the Author of this Prayer ſhould be allow'd. 
to be unſulpected, yet ates you can proye his 
Intallibility 100, it will be of ne Advantage. 
And yet, to deal plainly With you, L fee no 
Reaſon to give any Credit to what is aſſerted 
in this Prayer, it being a moſt grols and ma- 
Neopb. Br Brett has very largely vindica- 
ted its Antiquity, in his Diſſertation an the. 
Pre, / 5 
Tren. I alf not meddle with his new No- 
tion concerning it, it being of little Impor- 
tance to the preſent Controverſy; but only. 
ae wy Reaſon for calling it ſo notorious. a 
| orgery, and you, or the Doctor for you, may, 
| reply to it 1 your Leiſure. This Prayer is in 
the twelfth, Chapter of the eighth Book of 
the Conſtitutions, and uſher'd in with theſe 
Words: 1 James, the Brother f John the 
Son of Zebedee, appoint, that, &c. and the 
Title of the Chapter is, The Conſtitution of 
James the Son 0 "Zebedee. _ Now Fames, the 
Son of Zebedee was dead a conſiderable Time 
before the Council, in which theſe Conſtituti- 
ons are pretended to be made, was held: which 
I thus prove. James, the Son of Zebedee, 
was beheaded by _— as the Chronology 
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in the Margin of out Bible fixes it; Hi Db 
"See Aer 13. Anno Dom. 31m. The Counc 
4 ern alzin met to conſult oat the net! 

of obſerving the Fewiſo Lau,; The Hiſto- 
of this Council is related in the fixth Boo 
the Cynftitur ions, Chap. 13. and in che two 
_riext Chapters it is ſaid, that 2 conſiderable 
time after, the Apoſtles viſited the 24775 
and bn the 1 he f alſe Chrifts and 7 
ets, which t. 25 rt in 8 75 * 
Chat hing, 4 2 retbet; and wrote this 
Catholic Dactrine. St. Fames, the Son of Ze. 
beets, at the time of the Coirhcil at Feruſa- 
Lm, had been dead near eight Years, and 
tho we ſhould allow the Chäderable time 
after not to amount to above twelve Years, 
yet what Authority can we allow to a Conti: 
ration pretended to be made by a Man, who, 
at the time of f aking it, had been dead twen⸗ 
ty Neat??? 
Neo . The Mixtilje fi is tnetition'd, as the 
of the Chutch, in che Liturgies of 
8 Buf and St. Chryſoftoiii. © 
Ten. This will 5 — ove the Neceſſity of i it; 
and in both theſe Liturgies warm Water is 
order to be pour d into the Cup after Con- 
ſerration, which is not your Practice. Beſides, 
Dr. Cave complains, thar thefe Liturgies have 
been. miſerably interpolated from time to time; 
and Du Pin places them atnong the fpurious 
Works of thefe F athers, or we doubtful, 1 
beſt, 
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cil, I proceed to that Canon thereof, 2 HRT 

the Armenians are condemm d for uſing'Wine 
- alone, and it is decreed, dg any pon 


3s the Adrmint 
Sou not witho 
Prieſt did not officiate ACC 


Appointment, nor mix Water in the Wine, 
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ſtery imperfeckly, andi innovating on what was 
deliver - 
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the Dead ma 4 fi ppofed to Itmprov 
Condition, and raiſe 25 Satisfactiphs of thi 
Period; and ſome leſſer Failings, unattoned 
for, may on that Account be foi to Men 
regular and honeſt in the main, and'Favlts, 
for which they m might otherwiſe tuffer in the 
Conflagration, be paſs'd over. 
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2 this groves, thiar rh Fw prayed for the, 

e Dad; and though the, E "WAS, C criniinal, 
4 the Pr ayer it {elf might not be fo; 

4 Iren. "Again n ba lig . Either pt 52 

4 duce Tone Proof for what. 0 fay, or I 
| | take” Leave to conclude, that the” Prayer . 
„blk, not only might de, but was, Exceeding, 
© what they had {any Warrant to doo. 

# ' Moph. Eph. vi. 18. St. Paul commands 
os to Pr 10 for all 5 Saints, this Iecellarily in | 
0 cludes e Dead. 

„Ven, Your Expoſition has no Foatdidch 

i in the Context, nor any Commentator ancient 


5 or modern to 0 it: And till you 
prove the Dead the prop der oe of our Pray- 
„ers, the Phraſe all Saints muſt be underſtgod 
( wy all the Living Saints only. We read jn 
ns Scripture, that devout Men carried Stephen 
Pl t bas Burial, and made g great Lamentation 
over him, but no where, that they offered 
5 5 for him; which it's highly reaſonable 
785 they would have done, had this 
85 fort of Devotion been then Iooke on as an 
& 1 ential Chriſtian Office. St. Paul writing to 
Theſſalonians, cautions them to _ 
their 


"ond. 5 
rate Grief Er the Loſs of their 
and comfort themſelves wick the 

ting them at the laſt Day. 1 Theſſ. 
ire Bag been a fair. Opportunity 
119 mind to ſhew, their AﬀeRti, 
ohs to their de Friends, by praying for chem, 
whereby they might improve their Condition, 
and per them advanced to a gt ater Degree of 
Bliſs ;. but the Apoſtle lays, Site like it, te, 
knew nothing of this Doctrine. 90 

Neoph. You will not deny ſure, iat St. 
Paul pray d for Oneſiphorus after lie was dead, 
4 Tim. I. 18. for had he been alive, the Apo- 
ſtle would have ſaluted him Aiſtinckiy, as Was 
his Cuſtom, where the Maſter of the Fa mily 
was living, and not his Houſhold only. 1 


—— 


know you have an Ewaſion for this, by 


pretending, that he was then at Rome, and 
that v. 17. is not with our Tt ranſlation to 
rendred when he was at Rome, but being 
Rome, in the preſent. Tenſe: But were 1 10. 
the Salutation of. ſo confi derable 2 Perſon 
would ee have been ſent to Timothy.” 
Iren. But What if our Trafiſlation be Zh 
and he had been lately at Rome, but was not 
there when St. Paul rods to Timothy, but 
either on his Return Home, or gone to ſome 
other Place? Then the Omiſſion of any Sa- 
futation to or from him is eaſily accounted 
for. And had he been dead, it had been more 
natural for St. Tall. ro have: called it the 
ts 4 Houſhold 
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_ +, Neophy It is I —_— proceed to e Tetti 
monies 15 the, Fat here; 2 7 the firſt. 1 ſhall 
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Kane his lane when elſe 75 
d of the Family at that time. 


produce, is Tertullian, who flouriſhed. within 
leſs than 200 Years after the Death of St. ms 
»: Tren, I. can tell you of a much earlier 
Gude and of conſiderable Weight in 
ntroverſy, but not on 855 Side: I mean 
the Epiſtle Lf the (hurch of eng yrna concern- 
ing the, Martyrdom. of St. Polycarp; in which 
we have. an, Account of the ecent Interment 
of, his Bones, and their Reſolution to meet 
in order to rejoyce and give Thanks, and 
elebrate with Chanel e the Birth-Day of 

e 3 but not a Word of praying 
for, him. er 

- Neoph. This is 1s on 7 to wk my Citation 
from Tertullian, who witneſſes, That the 
Chriſt iſtians of his Time eee the Names 

the oY, zd on the: Anniverſary of . theiy 
Ya thyi in 5 Prayers of the Euchariſtic; Sacri- 
fee: This Practice he allows to be uncom- 
manded in Scripture; but affirms it to be 
grounded on Tradirion, confirmed by Cuſtom, 
and followed by one Generation on the Credit of 
that which went before, 

Iren. If there be no Command in Scripture 
_=_ Prayer for the Dead, as Tertullian al- 
lows, then your own Evidence has overturned 
8 Fu Proofs from Scripture. 


— F Neoph. 
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* "Neoph:Notſo; for Ipeskir ee 
a Trine: dba * he ſays of that 
- that we hi it in Setiprüre: 
t that e — n, bur that 
we have notie for the Circumſtance of Trine 
Inmerſſon; and ſd he may Iiewiſe mean, that 
4 8 we have a Command in Scripture to 
Dead, yet we have noſie for d0. | 
en ie preciſe y of their Death. | 
Ten. This Anſwer would ſuffice, Rasche f 
Sertpture-Provfs could be produced for Prayer | 
be Dead, as for Bapt Wiſhes hat Sacrament 
istnanifeſtly inſtituted there, but of Proyer 
the” Dead tt t is not öne Word. any more f 
chan of the time for it. Now Tradition alone 
can make nothing neceſſäry, and if this Teſti- 
mony is of ſuch Force as you pretend, why! have 
you not revived Trine-Immerfion? © - 
_—— Cet ĩt be tevived as {ooh as you 
leate. 5 
P "Then. That's no Anſwer : if Tadnbunalis 
the "Revival "of the one nece the 
fattie Tradition will make tlie Reviva 1 of the 
_ other neceſſary alfo. 
- ""Neoph. Prayer for the Dead has been al w. 
Joh praiſed in the Church till the x6th 
Century, Trine-Immerſon long laid a- 
fide, for which no Lahr the Churc had good 
Reaſon. | 
"Fen. J grant it, and that Neaſon was the 
Authority the Church has in things indifferent, 
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5 « the Celebration of Baptiſm, bur 
4-6 for the Dead is an ene Cbriſtian 


OK This is indeed your Opinion, bur 
where does Tertullian make this Diſtin&ion > 
. Neoph. The thing ſpeaks for it ſelf; in $A 
er for the Dead an Article of Fai ich is 
rad, and the Communion 0 AS; is or 
throughly anſwered without ſt. 
ren. Whexein our fcc ea FRY * the 
Saints conſiſts, is excellently explained. by 
Biſhop. Pearſon, and other learned Writers of 
our Church on the Creed; none of whom, make 
Prayer for the Dead any +a ph Bj Andi it 
is incumbent on you, who aſſert the » 
to ping Pro er for the Dead is ca pable 
of being 8 to the Saints departed ; 
fox what Man, whom God has bleed with 
commonSenfs,can imagine our Comunio tit h 
the Saints to conſiſt in offering uncommanded, 
2 Prayers for them? 
b. You E in calling them uncom- 
5 and if Tertullian really meant, that 
there was no Law for the Pra —5 themſelves 
in Scripture, he was 14 too. : 
2 ren. 


fin is ; but a 8 
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* 4 


Pen. I believe Tertullian was indeed mi | 
ſtaken, but not in that, but in the Confirm. 
tiod he imagined Prayer for the Dead to have | 
from Tradition. I ſhall give three Reaſons, 
whyT think him herein miſtaken; and the 
firſt is, becauſe we have not the leaſt Hint of 
any fuch Practice before his Time; the ſecond, 
becauſe after his Time we hear nothing of it 
out of Afric, till after the third Century: 5 
laſt, becauſe it is probable he received thi 
Tradition together with his Montaniſm. _ 
Meoph. 5 firſt and ſecond Reaſon I 
Reply, that if no Writer prior to Tertullian, 
nor after him, out of Arie, till the third Cen- 
tury, recommends Prayer for the Dead, ſo 


neither does any condemn it. 
Tren. A very pretty Tradition, where no- 
thing is delivered! And which is to be proved, 
not by Teſtimonies of Perſons well acquain- 
ted with it, but by the Silence of thoſe who 
Deen HSE 5907 T07 Tannyt 
Meopb. To your third Reaſon Þ anſwer ; 
that if he had received this Tradition toge- 
ther with his Montani ſin, it would not follow, 
that it was erroneous : for though the Monta- 
'nifts believed Montanus the Organ of the 
ly Ghoſt, preached up Divorces, and impo- 
ſed new Rigours, they were otherwiſe, as to 
the main of their Creed, Orthodox enough. 
Iren. Suppoſe” they were, yet this will ne- 
ver prove, that an Uſage of this 1s not only 
| | 455 e 
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540 5 Teig 8 Treatiſe de Corona was 
1 55 5 Vars before he turned Montaniſt. 
Ven. St. Ferom, 'Dr. Alix, Du Pin, Baro- 
nius, and Ulezmont, all agree that! it was wrote 
1 as cited 15 the learned Author of the 
No Sufficient Reaſons, _ 

_Ne 1 r mentioned in the 
ſame 13 Branch of Montaniſin, wh 
then Hem . yer for the Dead fall under ſo 
fingular an a eſpecially confide- 
ring that neither Eufebius, Epiphanius, nor 
St. Auſtin, ever put. it into the iſt of Monta- 
15 ic Errors. | 

en. All thoſe Lifts were made, when Pray- 

er for the Dead was come into more general 
Uſe, and it is not likely, that they, who lived 
in the Practice of them, would condemn them. 

Neopb. If Prayer for the Dead be Monta- 

niſm, and was in general Uſe in the Time 

Eufebius, it will be hard to acquit the Ni- 
cene Game from this Imputation. 

Tren. The Error is not ſo dangerous, as to 
oblige any Man, who does not eſteem the 
Nicene Council infallible, to take Pains to ac- 
quit them from bein miſtaken i in this Point. 

Neoph. Was not the Church then in a State 
of Purity? And fince we receive their Creed, 
why ſhould we ſuſpect them miſtaken i in their 
Worſhip ? 


Iren. 


Jren, The Church never was, 
22 unfpotted Purity, nor wth will ke 


it conſiſts of weak, fallible 
Bhs a State of Purity, as is confiſtent. 
theW eakneſſes and Infirmities of Mankind, Er- 
rors of 5 Gn Sh and 2 Hor. te: 


Men: 


creeꝑ in: A eed 
owned by le uch, as are not to! 
veral Parts of their W. . 5 
coph. My next fe is from. 8 15 
prian, who informs us of Ty al De. 
cree, That if any of the nominatet a 
Clerg yman in bis laſt Will for pl Guardianſhip 
or civil Truſt, hit Name ſhould not wh mention- 


ed after is Deceaſe at the Euchari 2075 | 
nor an recommendatory Prayer for * 2 g- 


| fered to God. 


Tren. The Paſſages in St. 1 e relatin ing 


to the Commemoration. of 


rather of Returns of 8 an Thankfei- 


ving for their good 555 ples and happy De- 
liverance from this ſinf 1 Are than Fraps 
ers in their t = 4 ye n Lats 
a recommendatory Prayer for pe, ugh 
to be tranſlated 4 50 5 ＋ 7 ee 
for his reſting in Peace. 

Neopb. But the Example of one, who left 
a Clergyman his Executor, was not good, how 
then could they give Thanks for ſuch a Man' $ 
Example? 

Tren. You ſpeak before you think; "for 
had you conſidered the Paſſage under De- 

ate; 
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Oder to Rive tis Thanks for ſuch 4 
„and chat the ufual Praiſes 
ſh uld bb} ſent up to Heaven bn His Accoutit, 
ph: Bat why die the Church give Thanks 
e its 10 been were the 9 5 


were of 
8 1 ſick 

7 "eſe, yo pitied: 

How 4 Chriſtita' Ain Marc 


e pekte Joys forth, 3 oe 
ſer ve him, dee know, w Ke, 
Church nag ive That br the Deli- 

wo Pc of the iteous out of this trot 
ſotne World, t 2 to conceive. 
Thu may call fuch Trifling 28 this Wit, hut 
A ebe 80 much of Profaneneſs, to be ap- 

plauded by Any ferigus go iſtian. og. 
»"1Negph,; The ancient "irargy in the Apo- 
Conſtitutions has a Prayer for the Saints - 
parted? And we meet with Prayer for the Dead 
in the Evans of St. Baſil 20d Sr. Chryſo- 
ſtom, the old Gallican and Moſarabic Mifſals 
the Oro Romanus, and 1 in almoſt all the reſt 

cited by Caſſander.. 

Ten. I have ſaid enough of the 4 oftolic 
Conſtitutions, when you cited them for the 
Mixture; and ſuppofing all theſe Lirurgies 


eould be proved much ancienter , than 
in Fat they can they can nev er prove 
that 


mitive Chur vr 1 


oh, as appears from Aerius \being judged a 


ciſion of the Church: And p Jt he was a 
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eobb: 1. 5 muſt either ae in 

we Church. in his Tune 
or. joined, in P Prayer. or ; the, Dead; for .the 
Churck would. not have a Man, wh 
refus'd to pray for the Dead, c to her Communi- 
-an 
7% 10 2981. 
6 iphanius | ys 
er, not th 
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Fen. Ma Res of * 


own private Senſe of the 


is Behaviour 
to St. 4525 om: of { how. 1 0 Church had 
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— Uni ity 


9 Le of the Ee 
ror e , and his Brother Gratian, pro- 
miſes, that if his Prayers can be of any Service, 
he tool pray daily for them, and never omit 
their Memory at the Euchariſt. 
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led, Or ra Ny (1 99 VRBUul el 9111 3811 
- declarcs, that it was the 
Caen, ofthe U Jniyefal Chürch in his Tint 
40 pray fot the Dead: aun nee edfor 
this deoeaſed Mother beten © 2119 Pub 
Han Sti Auſtin, cho Ryed bout Une latte 
Ka of the fourth 2 7 mes too late, to 
bed competent Witnefs in fereling a * Diſpute 
about * 157 wb aft 


"Neo ef Feriſalhm i d "th 
have 222 — + the Church, to pray 
for all the faithful deceaſed, in the ( Com r 
nion Office, ind that they deliere Sed this à be 
its parted. 
wo In the m—_ ee 75 
he ſpeales # the Interce ſſion bf Pa- 
triarchs; ' es gy Mare ts, 45 God 
might Pecerve their Beppe Ip rue of the 
and Inrreat les ; Which is ſuch 
Affront to our Ys Heere ad | Office, 
mt H6pe” you 1 Farce plead, in its De- 


11 - Neaph; The" we 05 bur one Medlato- of 


e there may be many of Imerceſ- 
one, who ſollicites for another at 
one of Grace, is fo far a Mediator : 


45 15 


Job was 4 © laces for his Friends, and pre- 
Vailed with God. St. Pu defired the Epbe- 
Nun Chap. vi. v. 19. 52 pray for him, and 


when 


- FL 4 8 
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Ws 5 
when they did ſo, they madiated with God in 
his Behalf. Now, if the Saints departed 
for us, is it not lawful for us to pray to 
that their Prayers may be heardd?;ʒüd 

Iren. The Diſtinction of Mediators of Re- 


denption, and Inrerceſſion, is taken, from the 


Poniſo Doftors, and was invented by them to 
defend their Worſbip. of the Saints and Angels - 
It is not proper to run into a Controverſy. fo- 
reign to the Queſtion we are now upon, 
wherefore I ſhall only refer you, for an Anſwer 
to all you have here urg d from the Papiſts, to 
Dr. Tillotſons Sermons under this 'Fitle, Chri/? 


Jeſus the only Mediator between God and 


Nh © 6913 11 AGLIES D 120336350344 11 
Neeph. Ihope 551 will not ſay, that Prayer 
for the Dead is abſolutely unlawful; and if it 
be granted lawful, there needs no more to 


prove it neceſſary, for it is a neceſſary Duty 


to pray for all, for whom it is lawful to pray. 
Iren. I think it a ſufficient Reaſon to 
doubt of the Lawfulneſs of Prayers for the 
Dead, that they are unwarranted: We have 
no Command for, or Direction concerning 
them, in Scripture; no Promiſe to, or Exam- 
le of them; ſo that we cannot offer them in 
Faith; and whatſoever is not f Faith, i 
Neopb. Since there is no Prohibition of them 
in Scripture, ſince they are no where therein 


condemn'd, the Authority of the Church is a 


very 


nne aa 
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E 
very good Reaſon to ſettle in us a Perſwaſſon 
Fe 
Tren. The Church in the Apoſtolical Age did 
not en join them, neither does our own; what 
: Church / Authority then is it that you mean ? 

' Neoph. Our own has not condemu'd'it, the 
Apoſtolical practis d it, and it is fo guarded by 
Preſcription and Authority, that a particular 
Church cannot ſet it aſide. 
Iren. It is ſtrange you can ſo confidently 
affirm, that the Apoſtolical Church usd Pray- 
ert for the Dead, when you don't pretend to 
produce any earlier Teſtimony than that of 
Tertullian; and all your Preſeription and Au- 
thority has been already weigh d in the Balan- 
ces, and found wanting. As to our own 
Church, if laying aſide the Practice of them 
be condemning them, ſhe has condemn'd 
them. 03561 AY; SBB *> ; | bh 
 Neoph. It will bear a Diſpute, whether ſhe 
haszotally laid them aſide or no. The Petition 
in the Litany; Remember not Lord our Offen- 
ces, nor the Offences of our Forefathers, &c. 
ſeems to reach the deceas d, and the Prayer in 
the Burial Office which begins, Almighty God, 
with whom do live the Spirits of them that de- 
part hence in the Lord, &c. ſeems full to this 
. 

Iren. If the Church in her preſent Liturgy 
prays for the Dead, to what Purpoſe have you 
made all this Noiſe and Diſturbance, about a 
Neceſſity of Alterations on that Account? 
£ | G 2 Neoph, 


(44) 

;Becauſe ſha does not pray Be chess 
fall and explicitely enough; now, in things 
of this:Couſequence, the Senſe ſfwuld ba elear 
and expreſs, and free from all Ambiguity. 

Iren. * Are latisfied;, that von Have the 

Subſtanee, 5 it is much better to be content 
with that, than ria tente nth hel 
of Chrifh, + 6 3:03 | 

Neoph. T am not Lninhied, that: we ve the 

Subſtance; for unleſs the Words Mit aut here 
an. Forth be ſtruck out of the Communiom- 
Office, the Dead are not remembred in the 
Euchariſtic Saerifiee, anf our Prayer for them, 
net being join d with the Memorial of Chrift's 
Paſſion, moſt loſe its moſt valuable Recotm- 
mendation. : Nay farther, thoſe Words ſeem 
defign'd to rind Prayer for the Dead; and 
— if the Litam and Hurial· Mice compre- 

hend the deceas i” there is a as Inconſiſten- 

oy in the preſent Liciy. HTS Age 
Iren. To put. up a Petition i in oh Office, ant 

2 . the ſame ! in another, 1 no | edaſt+ 

VHEACY yy | 
ih Neop "or The Words Abit ar — on Barth 
are not Terms of Omiſſion, but Excluſion. 

Tren. Of Excluſion Goin the Office, whose 
in they are us d, Igrant they are; but not from 
thoſe Offices, in which they are not us d. Be- 
ſides the Queſtion is not, whether we may 
lawfully deſire 16 have thoſe Words omitted, 
but — will: warrant a Breach in the 
my if the them be refuſedꝰ 


N, E 22 


_ = * n 


— 


e Sms 


Nen dent on 
the State, we had A. & what Mare 
| did; and to . theſe things in what Man 


ner we pleas d. 18 
bon; And Þ fever hy Geer Brig i i 
0 the Skate, you would infer, that 
everyClergyman 1s independent off mne Church, 
and at Liberty t6 alter the ol Liturgy," com- 
new Forms," and ſet up new E wat 
orion to the Ciwreh. I 


we bf: mays, TO you not your 


AJ ve If we had been ever ſo much unis 
ken, as to the Necaſſixy of reſtoring the four 
e eee F Tor, the Church gar EF 
eordings- to St. Paul's Rule in the 
the Nyman, to have compfied with gur 
Wenkneſs, rather than come to a Divifion 
about a Matter, which we carmot wave, and 

— * without thocking your Confciences 

{ 

bow ky defi 

t from 
learning to cant from the 
eommen Plea this is for the þ 
| Governetits of the Chirrch 
terations in the Worſhir dite N | 
of, which their weak Conferences cannot com- 
ply with, But the fame AT wilt ferve 

pon both, vis, . SS oy St. P. 
breſſes is in things of petfeck Indifference, 
_ the Comp fer” Io ently at Rr 
1 * ut 


Þ%; ou was borrowing an 


„ bow are 
7 


(460 
t FRY ad directs us to break thro'the 
es of a fix d Communion, di the Or · 
ders of the Church we belong to, (candalize 
Its _ and trueſt ns Dang nay, and act 


| our own Judgments, out of a. Com- 
Ta to the Prejudices of thoſe of 2 . 


rent Opinion from us... 


Neoph... The third Thing neceſry ry to be re- 


Wer d. is 4 Prayer for the Deſcent of the. Holy 
Ghoſt on the, Le. Elements, without 
which, we are of Opinion, they are not duly 
conſecrated. The Apoſtolical Con — have 
a Petition in the Conſecrat ion , for the 
Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, to make e the Bread 
the Body, and the mix d Cup the Blood of 


Chriſt ; As have alſo al all the — Liturgies 


cited under the former Head. St. Cyril of Fe- 

ruſalem, and Be Ar 4; teach, xg the Conſe- 
the Operation of the 
t; +" 8. ail refers to the known 


cration is 


Haly Gh 


ments, as one Inſtance of unwritten Tradition. 
I might allege more from Ecclefiaftical Anti- 
guity, but I think this is ſufficient. 
Ven. I cannot but think, that, if the Con- 
ſecration were to be perform d only by a Prayer 
for the Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt on the Eu- 


chariſtical Elements, we ould ve had ſome * 
' Account in the Hiſtory of the Inſtitution, ei- 


ther of Chri/?'s ſo conſecrating them, or givin 
Directions to his Apoſtles ſo to do; unle — 


an 8 ſome Proof of thus from Scripture, 
where, 


Q=aaams 1 


Prayer for its Deſcent on the Euchariſtic Ele- 
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4.4 
where, after che moſt diligent Seateh, I tn 
find like it; your Teſtimonies from 
the Fathers, o ars none of them earlier 
than the third Century, tho they may prove 
this' a good uſeful Prayer, can bè nb Proof of 
its being We or ue to the Conſe- 
eee 1 mall Senpente pl 

e ive you E- 
ir. Our bleſſed der bleſs d the 
Bread and Wine; to — 7 in the Scripture 
Language ſign ifies to pray for a Bleſſing; and 
ſince the Bleſſin of Go the Father a are con- 
veyed by the Holy Ghoſt, our Sabibur in 
blefling the Elements may in other Words be 
ſaid — pray d for tbe Deſcent of the Hol ly 
Gheſt\upon them. Now what he did, us com- 
mands us to do 
Een. This is a dungs r * 
argting; and is beſides altogether a ns 
For b clling, or praying for a Bleſſing, n 
where in Scripture ſignifies Praying for tlie De 
ſcent of the Holy Ghoſt; neither did any Com- 
mentator, ancient or modern, ever ſo _ 
ſtand Chriſt's Words; and if this new Inter 
tation.of yours hold good \craving'a Bleſfng 
at a Meal is pray! r dle Defeat * 
Holy Ghoſt on 0 Nadeln., and when 25 
bleſ#d- = Loaves and the twô ſmall Fiſhes, 

pray ' d for the i of the n enn 
them. 2111 6 g ) Of 
Neoph. This Term 'bleſs kwaibt alwa "_ 
the ſame Signification, the Difference of t 


Action. 


9 8 85 ib (6). Yip, wy 6: ing 
En yer in an ae ny 
Re” nh when thou ſhale 2 eſs wi 
3h, bow foal be, who \occupieth the Ro 
7k whlzarned 10 4 en, ot thy giving 5 
atks ? This the 1 J Hammond, agreea- 
bly to the "Ancients rets of the Eucha- 
And what is 15 y the Spirit, bur. 
ring for a Bleſſing to yg conveyed va the 
Tren. You grofely:; miſunderſtand'the £ 
| er the Word Spirit im this Text, which fi 
nifies that Gift f Tongues, which the Holy 
Ghoſt conferred en the Diſciples: : And 1 
Hammond, whom you cite tor interpret] 
this Place of the Euchariſt, ſo renders i it; if, 
ſays he, thou adniniſter the Sacrament 1 55 an 
unknown Tong &c. Not, if thou Conſecrate 
 # by aProyer forthe Deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt. 
 Phroug thout this Wiel Chapter the Word Si- 
rit is 5 for this Gift e "Tongues, and to 
interpret it in your Senſe. would make Non- 
ſeriſe of great Part of it: So that, notwithſtand- 
ing all the Wit an artful Sophiſtry of the 
learned PRIMAS of your Schiſm, it was not 
without Reaſon, this a worthy Adverſa * 
hith,” that this was juſt ſucb 4 . oft 
arion Prayer „ 4% Abraham 25 
Tenn baue been: I may add, 1 5 other 
e of Genet the Ll of 
Rev tions. op e 
H 'Neoph. 


7 ; * df * * — - N 4 * 
& * * . P bh * 0 ow = =, 
ö 4 K KY Y 5 * * v * 0 * * % * * * * 
0 5 * - Lhe dad N 6 
a " . * 
. a 
= 


2 es. . mo 2 * rn 
* n * 9 ws 
1 » — is > 


Neop b. hh. Xe ad CO p. 

= * 0 8 ro e 
eſſing us > 

8 Fl Still you are to 17 that W Ge 
can be bleſſed no no Way! 9 tor for oh 
Diſcent of the Hol pray tell me 
ſeriouſly, do you thi . e no Bleſ- 
ſing the Bread and "Gd. in our Communion- 
Office 8 

Neopb. It would be hard to ſay ſo ; Iam 
rather willing to hope, that the Force of the 
Invocation is contained in it; butexpreſsTerms 
are mote inſtrudive and ſolemn. 
| * This reduces our Diſpute to a Point 
Expedience only; and the ill Conſequences 

— a f zealoully for Alterations may, and 

2s had, in unſettling Mens Minds, affrighting 

them from the Church of” England, as à defe-- 
ctive and unſafe Communion, and orig them 
to the Church of Rome, or the immoral 
of Schiſmatica Aemblies, abundantly 225 
the Unreaſonableneſs and Inexpedience of it. 
A Prayer of that Nature is indeed 2 good 
Prayer, but not ſo abſolutely neceſſary „that 
we cannot worſhip aright without 1. 8 or that 
we —— to ſeparate on the Account of it. 


ceſſary to the Conſecrat ion of the Eleme 
for if the Bread and Wine are ſpent before 


all have communieated, in order to conſecrate 
more, the Rubric diredt nothing more to be 
repea- 


Neoph. The hiſtorical Recital of Chriff's In- 
ſtitution ſeems the only thing you judge F | 
n 
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30 0 
Kater than the latter Part of the ee 
2 er, which contains only the bare Hi- 
h the Inſtitution. This being but 2 

Nadss 0h and Recital of what was done 4 
our Saviour, is no Conſecration of the 
lements. * 

ren. If you could have been content with 
uling the whole Prayer, in the former Part 
of which you allow the Force of-the Invoca- 
tion to be contained, on ſuch an'Occafion ; 
our Superiors i in the Church would ſcarce 
ave denied you that Liberty. Our Saviour 
and his Apoſtles left us no particular Form of 
conſecrating the Euchariſt, therefore every 
Church has Authority to provide one for its 
own Uſe: This ours has ne, and, though 
it be capable of Improvement, yet ſo * as 
there is no Defect in Eſentiali, we muſt uſe 
it, till that Improvement be made by due Au- 
thority; and the Adminiſtration of the Sacra- 
ment by this Form, in the Unity of the 
Church, will be more acceptable to God, and 
beneficial/to our ſelves; than 8 the moſt per- 
fet and primitive F orm in a Separation 
from it. 

Neoph. The laſt ching — * —.— re- 
ſtor d, is, the 2 * nary | 
will not deny the Hol 2 d 1 4 Sa- 
. Erifice, and that our — at his laſt Sup- 


r offered the Bread and Wine as the Sym- 
vel Ul Body and Blood. Mr. _— — 
ic ler 


H 2 
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pd; « Teo Rare OY 
ne 1 19 8 the Senſe LE anderiood/it; 
nying it; But hat then? 8A 
Necpb. What then? Whythen ont Saviour ha- 
ving commanded us to do what he did, we muſt 
offer the Bread and Wineto God, which we can; 
not gl but by reſtoring the Oblatory. Prayers, - | 
1. If our preſent. * be ay 1 
e ee is no Neceſſity for an | 
Alteration, from which fuch unforeſeen Ill 
Conſequences may follow, as are more than an 
Equivalent to any it, which may ariſe 
from it. And that our Liturgy. is already 
ſufficient, let Mr. Jobnſon, whom you all have 
Y much Veneration for, be my Witneſs. 
In the Preface to the ſecond Fart of his Clergy . 
mans Jade mecum, he takes Notice, Page, 
108 har ſome with Vehemency Have 
inſiſted, that the firſt. Collect in the Pe. 
+. Communion: ſhould. be inſerted between the 
* Conſecration' and the Adminiſtration; or 
« ſome Prayer of Ob lation added in that Place. 
« But, —4 he, though 1 am fully convinced, 
that the holy Euchariſt may be as juſtly. 
called a Sacrifice, as any, ſave that offered 
ce on the Croſs, yet I can ſee mo Neceſſity 
for any ſuch a The Conſecration 
cc — and the Words uſed by the Prieſt at 
* * Adminiſtration, ſeem. fuffcient, right · 
apply d. In the Conſecration Prayer, 
ilk! is ald. by the one Oblation of bim- 
j ſelf upon the Goofs. to have made a full and 
” per- 
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& gerſali Saorifice;and in our Saviour's Werd 
« of inſerted in this Prayer, #þe- 


s. iced 
ir pony =o eh i. e. for 
our Sins, as follows pr 
— he Ge than that the 


for us, the ine 


bs Blood fhed, a8 2 


"tbe ' hr the a 


« 


iſt is hereby declared to be a SacrÞ 


« the Merits of it are to every Recej- 
yer, The Body f Chriſt, which was given 
. 
th £9 
'% edrlgfiing Life. No git Man is for Al- 
«. terations, but in Caſe of apparent Nereſſity, 
« which J cannot perceive in the Matter now 
* before us. Tis true the Euchariſt is 
«*. commonly-ſtijed the Oblation or Sacrifice —« 
Ss that if the Prayer of Oblation had continu⸗ 
ed in the Place, here it was firſt fixt in 
4%. Edevard' the Sixrb's Time, it might very 
well have been juſtified. dy the common 
Practice of the ancient Church, and even 
by the Scripture it ſelf, But I fear, that 
4 an Alteration of this fort, as Matters now 
$ ſtand; might be attended with no good Con- 
ſequence. I have repeated this long Quo- 
tation, to confute u out of the Mouth of one 
of your own Witneſſes, - 
nar xa Mr. Fobnſon has ſince changed his 
_ Sacrifice. There he tells us, Thar i 


biſtop 


{o{titution, 
« Bread is called bir Body given, i. E. Snot © 


ords of Adminiſtration, - | 


appears from both Parts of his 5 


/ 


} 
Biſbopiin' the; 3 


obliged to give Place to an Orthodox Succeſſor ; 


ny 
—.— and Laity, had agreed together to 
main cheCirion Sacrifice, any Clergyma or 
t have removed into another Dio- 


Puri 1 
2. — What chend does the: any whede charge 
the Church of England with maiming 


ſpeak the 
' Neoph. You are too haſty with me; I was 
to that: Having obſerved, that no- 


and do nor. think. the „ public Proviſion f. — 
ent, 2 — 
guments to Men, fur t itution 

the Sacrificial oblarory\ Fart . 7 


Liturgy. 
Ben. I have from my Former Citation been, 


chat he thought our preſent Liturgy ſufficient: | 
And how does his la down Rules for 
them, who thought otherwiſe, prove, that he 
has changed his Judgment 5 lf you could 
ſhew, that he has any where retracted what 
I quoted from him, that would be to the Pur- 


poſe; if not, you may ſave your ſelf the Trou- 


ble of wy more Quotations. And indeed, 


as 


poſed. 9. 
Ale + the Sacrifice," he would have Been 


Age Biſhop, with the Generaliy of 


= 2 — Sumer it ES in Perfect N 


or de- 
E the Sacrifice? Lou have un 


coming 

thing of this ſort is practicable in this National 
Church, he infers, that all who. are convin- 
cedof rhe Neceſſity of the Primitive e = 


of the Chriftion 
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obs. e | 
as long as that Gentleman continues in a Coma 
munion, where our preſent Lirurgy is us d, 
it will be in vain to reaſon againſt Fat. 
eth- her Fur, arefuſetb to bear the Voice 
Pace e ee, 
Iren. What Strength there is in your Argu- 
ments has already been ſeeñ; and your Con- 
duct has been fo raſh in tllis whole Dilpute,” 
your Notions ſo unſettled; that if w wome 
over to you, we know not where we ſhall 
hp Lou pleaded for King Edmard's Liturgy 
firſt, now 2 have compos d Forms of your - 
own; you have brought n Unction in Confir- 
mation, Unction of tlie Sick, which unleſs 
you pretend to the Gift of miraculous Healing 
iſeaſes, you can give no Reaſon for; you + 
have other things ſtill to wiſh for, which, 
vhat they may be, Time will diſcover. One 
of den is now writing to prove the Neceſſity 
of Purification after Death in the Midale State, 
which I take in other Words to be the Doctrine 
of Purgatory : Another, to prove the Neceſſi- 
of the Oblato Prayer, has aſſerted, that 
_ Chriſt never offer d himſelf, but in the Sacra- 
ment, and that his Sufferings on the Croſs. 
were not his own Act and Deed, but his being 
forcibly offer d by the Fews, and no Oblation 
of himſelf. Theſe are ſuch dangerous Tenets, 
(and what more your Schiſin may be teeming: 
with, who knows?) that you muſt excuſe me, 
if I think it very unſaff to join in ſuch a Com- 
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ewe wage OI 9 — 1 choltigs 
__ wet o-Neceſſity, Teta 

of the Favourers of the preferit'im- 
— — 2 ne m write an arias 


4 ne 7 I 37 
ag rar: Po Yrs 10 
Rad: 1555 and ſtudy in the 
| the Commandinents' he has given 
| ol Diviions and Separarions from his 
— it would turn to à much hetter Ar- 
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APPENDIX 


H E N Ar eee Was. 651 
Lawn up, at the requeſt, or rather com- 
for ſuch ] eſteem all his Re- 
queſts) of a Gentleman of great Learn- 
ing and Piety, who'thought an Alſtract 
of this Nature might be very ſervicea- 
ble to thoſe among the Laity, who neither have lei- 

ſure to read the Controverſy at large, nor Capacity to 
judge of many of the Arguments thereis uſed. He 
thought, it would be of great Advantage to them, to 
baue the Subſtance of what has been wrote on both 
des brought into as ſhort 4 Compaſs as poſſible, and 
reduced to ſo clear and plain a Method, that it might 
be intelligible even to the meaneſt Capacities, and ſerve 
them for an effettual Antidote againſt the artful and 
ſubtle Reaſonings of our late upſtart Reformers. The 
Bao was publiſb'd in April, 1720, with an Appeal 
e our Adverſaries themſelves for the Fidelity of the. 
Author in propoſing their ObjeBtions in their full 
Strength, and having put nothing in their Mouths, 
but what they bave really A in the Courſe of the 
C o 


* 
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ii The APPENDIX. 


Controverſy : And no Complaints were then made 
againſt it, nor any & 


mous Pamphlet feals bats 1150 Nl, under the art= 
ful Title if The common Chriſtian inſtruded if ſome 
neceſſary Points of Religion; in which the Abrid- 
ger is accuſed of not — faithfully fri the 
Arguments of his Adverſaries, nor ſufficiently main. 
tained. his own fide of the Oueftion. On peruſal of 
the Boot, I found little in it, beſides general unproved 
Aﬀertions, and old baffled Objeftions repeated with as 
much confidence, as if nothing had been ſaid to con- 
; Fute them: Upon which I immediate / ly diſcern'd, that 
there was no neceſſity to give my tf the Wouble" of 0 
publiſhing a particular Anſwer to the whole; it bong 
a ſufficient Refuration of - treat Part of rhat B 3 
only faithfully to compare it with the Pasa ges it 
is wrote againſt + What requires a moss 
—— ſhall be examined here with ts Waeh Bits 
vity, © as poſſble ;. yet ſo, as to give the Reader a yaſt | 
Idea of the Spirit and Abilities of this no- 74 
Author, and of the Depth and Strength of 
rn 
He begins, Page 4, f, with a groſs Miſbepreſons 
tation of what I ſay, concerning Tradition; the Con- 
troverſy about which 1 thought to be in a great Meas 


ſare owing to each fide's miſunderſtanding the mean- 


ing of its Adverſary: For I charitably boped, that 
the Eſſentialiſts did not ſet Tradition and Scripture 
on an equal Foot, but only pleaded for interpreting 
Scripture by ſuch Traditions, as have been recerved by 
all Chriſtians, in all Places, and can be traced up to 
the Primo-Primitive Apoſtolical Age; and againſt 
ſuch Traditions, 1 am ſure, the CHURCH of EN G- 
LAND does not ſpeak. Vide Abr. Page 4, 5. 
if [ was miſiaken in this charitable Conftruttion of 
their Meaning, I aſk their pardon ; but, I think, it 
is a very ill A for my Candor, ” quote what 


T ſpeak 


2770 advanc d. ta the contra. 
But after near two Near at Taft, an anony- 
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The APPENDIX, | ii 
F pt the general Dueftion concerning Tradition, . 
1 hol bens foot of -the Tradition of the four 
Points in (Controverſy, and to pretend, that I allow 
them to be' cal Puaulinions, when in be very 
Place refer d to, I expreſly deny, that they can. be 
derived from the Apoſtalicul Age. Such unfair Deal- 
ing at e beer out gioes mo but litle Hepes of 
any ingenuous Uſage in the Progreſs of the Bat. 
Page 8. be takes great Pains to prove, that the 
Words Fruit of the Vine do not relate to the Iuſti- 
tution of the Cup; yet Pag. 9, 12, 13, &c. he 
largely inſiſis on that Expreſſion as a pofitrve Proof of 
Chrift's inflituting a mixt Cup: bich is a manifeſt 
Inconfiftency. © 2 Nrn. 
In Page 12, 13, 14, &. be endeavours to de- 
fend the ridiculous Diftinttion between the Fruit of 
the Vine, and the Fruit of the Tree, which, he 
ſays, is a figarative Expreſſion, and that the. Diffte 
rence of the Liquors was the Reaſon of the Diſtinc+ 
tion of the Names; but he ought to have remembred, 
what he has been told more than once, that the Names 
are not diſtinft, but Synonimous, whatever it the 
Fruit of the Vine being equally the Fruit of the 
Tree call'd the Vine. It is 4 Figure, he ſays, 
common and allow'd in all. Languages, to call the 
whole by the Name of the principal Part : But was 
it ever call d ſo by way of Diſtinction from that very 
principal Part? To uſe his own Iuſtance The an- 
tient Greeks call d a Mixture of Wine and Water 
by the Name of Wine, becauſe that was the princi- 
pal Ingredient : True; but did they ever give Wine 
and Water the Name of Wine, as a Note whereby 
to diſtinguiſh it from pure unmix'd Wine ? If not, 
bow is this a parallel Inſtance? Or what Confirma- 
tion can it give to the Diſtinction between the Fruit 
of the Vine and the Fruit of the Tree? I it the 
ſame thing, to give the whols the Name of the princi- 


e pal 
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pal Part, and to diſtinguiſh between a thing. and its 
felf? Beſides, to appropriate the _ Appellation of the 
Fruit of the Vine to a mixt Cup, merely becauſe 
it it mixt, it to call it the Fruit of the Vine, merely , 
becauſe it is leſs ſo, than it was before the Mixture. : 
And if the Learned Jews, whom he mentions, Page 16. 
could uſe ſuch a ſenſeleſs Diſtinction, he may well diftin- 
guiſb them from the wiſe Men; for what ever Learn- 
ing they "might be Maſters. of, it is plain, they were 
not bleſs'd with à great Share of Witt. What Pity 
is it, this ſubtile Diſtinguiſber aud his Friends were 
not born an Age or two ſooner ® What excellent Ad- 
vocates might they have proved for the celebrated Di» 
ffinction between the King and Charles Stuart? 
Page 15. be is very at me for ſaying, that 
_ the Talmud can be no Rule to interpret Chriſt's Words, 
eſpecially when the Interpretation would make them 
Nonſenſe. This be calls @ very free way of ſpeaking of 
Chriſt's Words, and very unuſual among Chriſtians : 
But wherein lies this indecent Freedom? Is it in de- 
nying bis Party the Liberty, with the Help of the 
Talmud, zo interpret our Saviour's Words into Non- 
ſenſe? To guard againſt ſuch a Practice is an Argus 
ment of Reverence to our Saviour; and the Charge of 
Prophanene/s will lie at their Doors, who do not ſtick 
to take this ſtrange Liberty of interpreting them, mere- 
ly to ſerve a deſperate Cauſe. | 
Pag. 11, 12, be ſays, that I affirm the Time of 
our Saviour's keeping the Paſſover to be foreign to the 
preſent Purpoſe, (vg. his uſing unleaven'd Bread,) bo- 
cauſe it is a thing much diſputed among Commentators : 
But this is a notorious Falſebood; and had not his 
Zeal run away with both his Underſtanding and Eye- 
fight, he might have ſeen,that tho it is indeed obſerv'd, 
Abr. Page 9. that the time of Chriſt's keeping the 
Paſſover is much diſputed among the Commentators, 
Jer this is not offer'd as a Reaſon why the * 
| | is 
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bis keeping it is nothing to that Purpoſe; bur on the 


dee this plain Reaſon for in being ſo-is expreſy 


agu d That on whatever Day he kept; it, there 


being a poſitive Command of God, chat with un- 
leaven'd and bitter Herbs, they ſhould eat 


it, Exod. xii. 8. we cannot imagine, that he 
would in direct Contradiction thereto, make Uſe of 


; leaven'd Bread. I war not to bis Purpoſe, to tale 


Notice of this in its proper Place; and therefore be 


' breaks the Connexion of the. Argument, abſurdly in- 


troduces this Paſſage in Page 11. and there endea- 


vdurs to elude it with this Cavil; that there was 


as poſitive a Command for 'the Time of eating the 


Paſſover, as for the Uſe of unleaven'd Bread; and 


that Chrift bad as much Power to diſpenſe with the 
one as with the other. In Anſwer towhich I obſerve, 1. 
That the Queſtion is not, what Chriſt had Power to do, 
but what be actually did) 2. That it being ſo much 
controverted among ft the greateſt Divines, whether 


Chriſt anticipated the Time of keeping the Paſſo- 


ver, or not, it ought not to be taken for granted that 
be did. 3. That even ſuppoſing him to have antici- 
pated it, it will be of no Advantage to our Adverſa- 
ries; for a plain reaſon may be aſſien'd for it, viz. his 
being to be offer d the next. Day, for our Redemption; 
but no ſuch Reaſon can be aſſign'd for his not-ufiug 


 anleaven'd Bread. And 1 hope this Gentleman will 
not ſo much as inſinuate, that he, who came. to fulfill 


all Righteouſneſs, would without reaſon neglect to 
' obſerve a poſitive Command of God, © 


St. Chryſoſtom was produced in the Abr. Page 12, 
I Ley operating the Words Fruit of the Vine, 
of Wine, not Water. To this my Anonymous Anſwerer 
replies, Pag. 18. That he was arguing againſt Heretics, 


who adminiſtred the Cup in Water only, and where 


be was pleading for the Neceſſity of Wine, be bad no 
Occaſion to prove the Neceſſity of Water. This is 8 


Poor Equivocation, to ſay no worſe of it; for St. 


Chry- 
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Chryſoſtom' Mord are expreſs againſt the Nece ſlit 
ef Water : His Aſertion is, that our Saviour made Uſe 
of Wine, ſuch as the Vine produces, and that 
the Vine Wine, Not WATER. Aud 

* thence this — that the Rraſtice of 

the Mixture by any of the Fathers is no. Proof of their 
deriuing it from the Inſtitution, udon which inconclu- 
Kur Suppefition he jo often nauſeonſly haraugars, | 

Page 52. be repeats this fouffiing Argument y fly 
varying the Eæpreſion Tor rbere he ſahs, it would © 
Have been very Prange, , Ft. om had com- 
plain d of adminiſtring without # ater, aubem he as 
Adiſputing againſt the Aquarians , who adminiſ red in 
nothing, but Mater. Aud gel we ſhall fee by and by, 
this very Author affirming St, Cyprian, in Con- 
troverſj dith the Aquaxians, vet on v haue done 
that very ſtrange thing, buy to have afſerted 138 

the Neceſſity of uſing Mater; but -with what Fegand 
 #0'Truth he affirms this, I ſhall then examine. 
Page 21. he attempts. 10 reduce my Anfiwer to 
their Argument from Proverbs ix. into Hllugiſin; 
and to ſbew bis Skill in Logic, be bas made the ſame 
.- Propoſition, varying the Wards a little, both Major and 
Minor of his Syllogi/m, and drawn's negative Con- 
22 from affirmative Premiſes. . tes Hen 15 


he ſame. Mords, which properly fry. to mix, | 
Jeu 9 your * or , to 


rink; 

But they 2, — out, vr 10 give ink, 
„ do not fignify, to mix. 

may be as merry as he pleaſes upon whe. te Argu- 
ment; but let him remember it is his own, mot Mine, 
and that bis Mirth is only _—_ a Jeſs of himſelf. 
| To ſave bim the Trouble of Bungling at it @ ſecond 
Time," T ſhall reduce my Apen Taro ez for 


bim; _ then it will ſtaud thus 
| From 
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From the bare uſe of Words, which ay, to pour 
out; or to give to drink, as well as to _ a Mix- 


ture cannot neceſſarily be inferd; N Ih 
But the Words in Prov. ix. unify to pour. vn, 
er to give to drink, as well as to mix. 

Ergo, From the bare uſe of thoſe Words i in Prov. 
ix. a Mixture cannot neceſſarily be infer d. 


And now let him try his Strength on this u. 


giſm, whenever be pleaſes. 
Page 
 fhewing forth the Lord's Death in the. Euchariſt, is 
(not by repreſenting the Blogd ſhed from thoſe Wounds 
of which he died, but) ' by repreſenting that Blood 
and Water, wbich fowed from a Wound given him 
; 8 his Death; than ws e can be more ab- 
rd 
Page 24, 25. he gives us a large Citation from 


Juſtin Martyr's Apology ; in which I deſire the 


Reader to obſerve, that when that learned Father 
2 of tbe Cup then in Uſe in the Church of Pa- 
ſtine, he mentions Wine and Water as the Ingre- 
dients of it; but when he ſpeaks of our bleſſed Savi- 
our's Inflitution, as deliver d to us by the Apoſiles, he 
does not give the leaſt hint of any Water in the Cup; 
nay, on the contrary, his different way of expreſſing 
himſelf on theſe two occaſions, ſeems to imply his Care- 
fulneſs in diſtinguiſhing what was then the Practice 
of the Church, in which he flouriſhed, from the origi- 
nal Tufitution. A due Attendance to this Obſervati- 
on will ſerve for a ſufficient Anſwer to all be has 
urged from this learned Father's Teſtimony; and ful - 
Hy evince, that the Minor of his Firſt, and both Ma- 
Jor and\ Minor of his ſecond Syllogi are very pre- 
carious and inconcluſive. 
Page 35. he undertakes. to prove, that St. Cyprian 
15 expreſs. for the Neceſſity of Mater, and affirms it to 
be as eſſential as Wine, - Virtue of the original In- 


ſtita- 


22, 23. be contends, that ibe only way of | 


r 


223 * — 
— — — — - - ” : - 
hy z — R- w— ww - 
1 * 


8 — 
_ <A —⅜¾ 


— — — — 
* — — —— ore — 


wii The (APPENDIX: 


laying ſo much weight upon it. 


Pope was the firft, who order 


ſlitution But when be comet 10 quote #that Father's 
Words, he devs it by halves, breaks their Gonye(tion 
and Order, and by his impetfeft Citation, miſrepre- 
fents the Martyr's meaning. This difeugetnons way 
of arguing, had been before ſufficiently expaſed, Abr. 
p. 21. M here it is plainly proved, that St. Cyprian 
grounds the uſe of Water in an allegorical Famey,that 
is being mixed with the Wine repreſented #he Union 
betwixt Chriſt and his Churcb, not on any Precept or Iv. 
junction of aur Saviour. Aud if he bad 47 6 if as 
eſſential and neceſſary as Wine, how could he have 
ſaid, as le exprefly dies, that in the Sacrifice of 
our Lord, we ought RAT NEA to ö 
for if both are equally neceſſary by virtue of Chriſt's 
Inſtitution, in what Neſpect can ung be preferable 10 
the other ? Or how can it be ſaid, that we ought to 
offer the ane RaTHER than the other? _ 
This Author pretends indeed, Page 36. 10 ſhow, that 
I confute my ſelf; and confeſs St. Cyprian to dertue 
the Uſe of Mater from the Inflitutics : But this is a 
poor Miſundenſtanding of bis ownty, and 4 fallacious 
Equivocation on the word Inſtitution ; for the 
of what 1 there urged was this, that the allegorical 
Reaſon, which St. Cyprian aſſigus fur the Chureb's 
inſtituting the Mixture being ſo different from. the 
end aſſign d by our Saviour for his inſtituting the Cup, 
is a probable Argument, that he might be miſtaken 1% 


Aud here I know my Adverſary will exclaim 4 © 
gainſt me for fuppoſing, what I ought ro prove, and 
call upon me to ſhew, when the Mixture was 
feituted in the Church for that allegorical. Reaſon ? 
For an Anſwer to which, I refer him #0 My. Col- 
lier? Dictionary, Vol 1. where in bis Account of 
Pope Alexander the Firſt; be 3 us, that that 

A holy 2 ater to be 
bheſi'd 


| in- 
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Fed with galt, and ſprinkled in private Houſes, to 
afe a n . 
j mingled ne, - 10 figmfy the Uni- 
on Verben GChrift and bis Church , 17 order'd that 
the 3 Thank be be only-of unlkaven'd Bread. This is 
r's (ns: F the Inflitution of the Mix- 

ture; 20d Tu . l. retraFted it in 
the nr A ix to his Supplement, Sowever no- 


eta hint late wanne, 


8 40. he endvavours to evade the Citation 
from Origen, which is ſo expreſs for our Saviout*s 
ing an inmined Cup, by objetting, that &. Jerom's 
— wins the negative Particle. But how can we 
reconcile the following Words of Origen, that Chrift 
entertain'd his is Diſciples with unmik d Wine, wind 
ſach an Omiſſion Can we ſuppoſe a mixt Cup to con- 
rain amid Wint And does not the Abſurdity and 
Contradiftion implied in ſuch a Ver ſoon plainly argus, 
that the Paſſite in S. ſerom is corrupt, an 
70 bs correfied by the Original! I ſprak this on ſuppo- 
fition, that the negative Particle as really mores 
in St. Jerom : But / think any Man of Ingenuity, 
is 0u3 of Truth than Victory, would have gf». 
ven a ſolid An * — Authorities, which Ms Drake 
has toi to the contrary, before ht had repeated 
that Objettion with ſo much Confidence and Aſſurance, 
as this anonymous Author has done. 

Page 41, 42, &c. bt is very large in Vi ndication 
of the Ar IR: drawn from the Conſocration Pray- 
er in the Clementine Liturgy in favour of the _ 
ture: comrerning which it —＋ 0b/erv'd Abr. 
that the Prayer was a groſs and manifeſt lers ? 
He has given no Anſiver to the 4rguments there produced 
70 prove it ſuch z only he ſays in general, they do not 
prove it; which is trifling with his Reader, aud re- 
quiring hum to put an 8 Faith in his Ipſe _ 
A -——_ 
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He would fain tate Advantage of my allowing the 
. Conflitutions,to have been extant in the latter End of 
the third Century : But what of that? Are tbey not 
- fill a Forgery? and obtruded too on the: World under 
the venerable Names of the divinely inſpir'd Apoſtles? 
. And what. Opinion can we baue of the Veracity of 
.a Man, who had ſo little Senſe of Religion, as to dare 
to aſſume the Perſon of an Apoſile, and endeavour to 
. impoſe bis um private Compoſitions on the Church 
as the ſacred Oracles of the Holy Ghoſt ? What Gre- 
dit can we' give to any thing be ſays? Or bum tan 
.ve.allow any Authority to his Writings *\ I preſume 
this anonymous Author is not ſo ignorant of Anti- 
-quity, as not to know, that even in the Apoſtolic Age 
many Writings were counterfeited under the Names 
of the boly Apoſtles; and et 1 hope, be will not plead 
| for our allowing. any Credit or Authority to them on 
Account: of their early Date; nor pretend 10 offer in 
Erxcuſe for them, as he does for the Prayer under De- 
Tate, that the Charge of Forgery affects only the Ti- 
ile; an Excuſe, which will in ſome Meaſure ſerve for 
@ Plea in Defence of almoſt all the Forgeries in the 
Horld. This is the Subſtance. of his tedious Harangue 
en this Head; and his ſhuffling and equivocating-in 
. ſuch a manner confirms me in my oy of the Fuſtice 
'of. Mr. Wotton's Remark in of - his Pro- 
legomena to the new Edition o Coney Romanus, 
viz. that no Man would pretend that any Authority 
is to be allowed to the Conſtitutions, but one, who 
indulges his own Prejudices in Contradiction to rea- 
ſon and Religion, receives every thing that favours 
them, as a = and divine Oracle, and ah 
defends it as ſuch. 
Page 60. he argues in Defence of Prayer for the 
dead. from the laſt Verſe of St. John's Goſpel, where 
it is ſaid, that there are many things, which 
Jeſus did, not written in this Book : And. how ao 
= . De 


do we know that they were? The. 


every Creature; and it cannot be denied 
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de Ku, ſays he, but Inſtructions on this Head might 
le om of them; Such trifling Cavils deſerve no\ 
ether Anſwer, than thus returning the Deen, How: 
roof be ofers* 
is ʒ that the things St. John ſpeaks of were: done by our 
Saviour in the Interval between bis Reſurreftion and 
Aſcenſion: But : how does be know that? ibe Text 
ſays:no-ſuch thing : And were it granted, ftill what- . 
is, This to luſtructions concerning Prayers for the dead? 
I had before obſerved," that the beſt \Expoſitors inter- 


pret this Text of our. Saviour's Miracles; and this my 


Adverſary does not den) To which 1 now. add, tha 


the Apoſtle himſelf. leads us directly to the ſame Ex- 


poſition, Chap. . V 30. - when he ſays, And many 
other Signs truly did Jeſus in the Preſence of his 
Diſciples which are not written in this Book. 


. « Another. remarkable Iuſtance of the lite ſaphiftical. I 


way of reaſoning we meet with in Page 62. where 
he endeavours to prove Prayer- for the Brad from St.. 
Paul's Command, Eph. 6. 18. to pray for all Saints. 
And having ſmartly obſerved from my Anſwer, Abr. 
page. 31. that there are dead Saints, as well as. 
living, he infers, ſince the Apoſtle gives no. Hint. 


of Excluſion, how can we obey the Command, with 


out praying for the dead Saints? Juſt ſo did the Po- 
piſh Enthuſiaſt argue, who in the Exceſs of h 
Charity, went and preach'd to the Fiſhes; juſt ſo did 


be wreſl and miſinterpret the Scripture: Me are; 


commanded, ſays he, to preach the * to 
that the 


Fiſhes are Creatures :- Aud ſince there is no Hint of 
their . Excluſion, how can we obey the Command of 
preaching the Goſpel to every Creature, without preach- 
ing to the. Fiſhes among the reſt ? an IN 
I am very ſorry, as well as extremely ſurpriſed, 
to find, that the two laſt Arguments, weak. aud al. 
ſurd as they are, are yet originally the learned Mr. 


Collier” : 


* 2 
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Gdilier's : Aud I cannot, on thi; Occaſſun, belp tram 
ſtribing dis own Fullgnient of Caſes of this Nature, 
2 b Eſſay on Authors. «© bona 
«Man, Jays be, of P — ng 
e 5, db and dodg 

an makes and Amuſemout; 
«be makes er Cpiry and it ix an A. 
6 2 n 

Aud again, M bes a Man of a fr 
<« ' bes Logit, and argues weakly, 2 


Hud fails in 

Ex, as if bt 

„ .2vyofe, upon: 8 B 2 and that his — 

& $js. 4 N ben People, that know 
* Money, r ie fer Braſs "apes gun it does not 
& appear year lregerher like clear De 
Page 64, 65, be endeavours ro probe, thus be. Paul 
| prayed for Oneſiphorus, afzer be was dead; the 
reaſon why they imagine bim dead is, becauſe the 
fends no diſtiuct Salutation to him, as be uſed 
70 do, where the Mafter of the Family was living, bur 
ſalaves his Houſhold only. In Anſwer to this, it way 
Abr. Page 32. that the reaſon of no Saluta= 
tions being ſent, einher to or from him, may be, be- 
cauſe he was then on his Return home, or gone 4 
Fourney to ſome other Place; to which be replies 
then the Salatation would have found him at his 
Return. Bus can he produce a fingle Inflance of 4 
Salutation ſent to an abſent Perſon, in any of St. 
Paul's Epiſtles? And if not, how — 4 Suppo- 
fition does he build his Argument upon? 
In Anſwer to the Arguments urged againſt Prayer 
For }be dead; Abr. Page 31, 32, 33. from Acts viii. 
2. x Theſf: iv. and the Te Stimony of the Church of 
he ſays, Page 63. that it is not affirm'd, that 
the devout Men did not pray for Stephen; and that St. 
= has not caution'd the Theſſalomans againſt 
ng for their departed Friends; and again Page 


Gs. tha there is "og in the Epiſile of ibo Churth 
0 


* 
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of Smyrna again 75 far St. Pohycatp. Now 


what ton le more 6 and impertinent than ſuch 
wers 45 the /e ? And what would be think, i a 
| 255 1 . ad this. rate in Defence of Purs 
92275 ranſubſtantiation, aud when preſs'd 
57 * from Scripture and Antiquity, fooald 

Puff and ftrive te euade them, by ſaying, This Text 
does not lay, there is no ſugh Place as f ? 
This Father ou not caution us 2 Tranſub· 
ſtantiation. How can we expert to things op- 
poſed and E before they were ever heard of ? 
Or wild he have it accounted 4 Proof of u thing s be. 
ing 4 Scripture Doctrine, or Apoſtulical Tradition, 
hs we can. find nothing about it either in Scripture, 
or the 525 tolical Fathers? He oughtrather from the 
Silence of Scripture and the pureſt Antiquity, to Fw 
learn d, as the Cuurcn of ENGLAND + in 


the third Part of the Homily of Prayer, not to px 
any more, that the Souls of thedead are anyt 


— 
at all holpen by our Prayers: And then he 


2 G {aperſiiogs ox Atdorer of his own 
8 thas e is l. 


77 ger inn, be ſometimes 8 me, pars 
227 age 71. as condemning Prayers for the 
' dead as erroneous, unlawful, and finful; ſometimes, 
- Page 92. as allowing them to be lawful ; both 
which bh are groſs Miſr i and I fear, wil- 
ful ones too; for it is plain, from Page 98, that be 
knew my Fudgment to be, that as there is no Pre- 
cept for them, no Promiſe made to them in Scripture, 
we bave ſufficient reaſon to doubt of their Lawfulneſs, 
and decline the Practice of them. This is the true 


State 


* 
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225 77 de weſtion z and auhen it is 7 \fated, att his 
 ſpecious Cant about flandering the Catholic Church, and I 
throwing Dirt in the Face or Antiquity, will appear | 
#0 be nothing but Sophiftry and Amuſement. 
\. With the ſame Difingenuity, he accuſes oe Pa 
81. of ,exbibiting a Charge of Montaniſm againſt ? 
Nicene Council; as if to agree with Montanus IK | 
particular, avere Ihe ſame thing as to revolt to his Sec, 
and embrace the whole of his Hereſy. Our Adverſa- 
ries themſelves have ſufficiently ſhewn the Inconclufive- 
neſs of this way of reaſoning, when they argue, that 
tho Tertullian had received the Tradition concerning 
Prayer for the' Dead, together with his Montaniſm, 
it would not-follow, that it was erronzons. My Ano- © 
nymous Antagoniſt has indeed the Confidence to ſay, 
78. that this Argument is entirely my own, 
that no fuch-\thing has been ſaid in the Courſe 
of this Controverſy, no Argument formed upon ſuch 
4 Suppoſition. - But with how little re 1 8 to Truth. 
be affirms this, will appear from the ge Paſe 
ſage in Mr. Collier's Vindication of his Reaſons and 
Defence, Part 2. Page 33, 34. But Prayer for 
c“ the dead was uſed by the Montanifts : Granting 
.« that; was every Part of their Devotion unwarran- 
« table? Were they not Catholic in moſt things? 
In the ſams inſincere manner, tho" my Words, even 
as quoted by himſelf, Page 83, ſpegk only of ſmall 
Errors, and unneceſſary Uſages; he charges me with 
giving up the whole Catholic Church to Hereſy. and 
Corruption And indeed throughout the reft of the 
Controverſy, be has either ſo wretchedly miſtaken, or 
wilfully miſrepreſented my Arguments, that there is 
nothing can be a more effeftual Confutation of all that he 
' bas ſaid , than r 40 compare it with the 
Abridement. - . 
Page 97. he aſks, been Abridger to tlie 1 no 
notice of Purgatory : ? But it may with much more R*a- 


Jon 
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on be demanded, what he means by the Queſtion, 
when the Abridger had particularly named Purgato- 
£4, Abr. Page 55. and exprefed his Fears, that one 
of this Author's Party was writing directiy in favour 
of it, under another Name. The Book bas teen ſince 
publiſh'd;, and whether I was right in my Conjecture, 
or not, every Reader of Mr. Campbel's Treatiſe on 
. the middlg State is pow a Judge. 4 

1 * have tired my Reader's Patience by being 
fo partici 


ar in Anſwer to an Author, whoſe chief 
Buſineſs is to miſrepreſent and equivocate: I ſhall 
therefore be very brief on the two following Points, 
viz. the. Invocation-Prayer , and the Oblation. 
As to the former, Mr. Collier himſelf acknowledges in 
his Reaſons, Page 25. that he is willing to believe 
« it may be contain's by {mplication in the preſent 
6e Office ”: And if ſo, why is this made one Plea 
for the Separati on? As to the latter, their other Ora- 
cle, Mr. Johnſon, has proved our Liturgy to be al- 
ready ſufficiently expreſs and perfect. Our anony- 
mous Author pretends indeed, Page 116. that he has 
alter d his Sentiments;, but while Mr. Johnſon ad- 
miniſters by the LiruRGY of the CHURCH of ENG- 
LAND, there is plain ocular Demonſtration of the 
contrary. 

In the Cloſe, Page 117, 118, that he might 
end with the ſame modeſ# Regard to Truth, as he 
began, having quoted a Paſſage from the Abridg- 
ment, where they are charg'd with pleading firſt 
for King Edward's Liturgy, then compoſing Forms of 
their own, and bringing in Unction in Confirmation 
and Unttion of the Sick, be calls this a Heap of un- 
prov'd Crimes; whereas their printed Offices are a 
full and demonſtrative Evidence of the Truth of it 
and thither I appeal for the Juſtice of the Charge. 
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T be End of this excellent Anſwer to the 
LAbriagment, as it is modeſtly calf d, Page 
(ERR 121. 5 added an Appendix, containing ſome 
Kemarks on my hiſtorical Account of the firſt Re- 
view of the ENnGLisH LituRGy. The Point this 
Author undertakes to prove. is; that the Alterations 
then made were deſign'd to gratify Calvin, Bucer, 
and Peter Martyr, by whoſe Influence the Review was 
occaſion d. This ſcandalous Aſperſion on our excellent 
Church, I had clearly confuted by Teſtimonies from 
Calvin and Peter Martyr's own Letters, to which 
my pretended Anſwerer has not replied one Word, tho 
the whole Merits of the Cauſe depended upon it. And 
yet he has the Confidence, in the Beginning of his Ap- 
pendix, 7o /ay, that in my Relation of that Affair Iam 
plainly miſtaken in ſome hiſtorical Matters of Fat 
tho he has not inſtanced in ſo much as one. He would 
indeed inſinuate, Page 132, that I have no Authori- 
ty for what I ſay, concerning Biſhop Ridley's Ser- 
mon in Defence of the Review; but I hope, when 1 
refer him to Mr. Collier's Church Hiftory, Vol. II. 
Page 325. he will confeſs, that [had an unexceptionable 
Authority for it. Nay, he ſeems already ſo ſenſible of the 
Truth of it, that he does all he can, to detraf from 
the Character of that admirable Prelate, and juſtifies 
even Bonner's Cauſe againſt him: So much eaſier is 
it with theſe Gentlemen, to overlook Rebellion, Contu- 
macy 


macy to a Metropolitan, and the blackeſt and moſt de- 
teſtable Ingratitude, than a zealous Oppoſition to their 
new Eſſentials. £7 
Page 127. he undertakes to give an hiſtorical 
Account of that Affair; and here," if any where, 
e might expect ſomething to the Purpoſe. But in- 
ſtead of giving us any Light into the Hiſtory of the 
Review, he fobs.us off with ſome Inflances of Cal- 


vin's rude Importunity, and an Account of Bucer and 


Peter Martyr's being made Divinity-Profeſſors in the 
to Univerſities. And what is all this to the Re- 
view? Where has he ſo much as attempted to diſ- 
prove one ſingle Argument of mine? Or what is there 
in his whole hiſtorical Account, from Page 127. to 


Page 132. that relates ſtrictiy to the Point in Diſpute ? 


At laſt, he ſhelters himſelf under the Authority of 
Dr. Heylin, who was of Opinion, that Bucer and 
Calvin had too much [Influence in this Review ; and 
it cannot be denied, that that great and learned Man 
did indeed affirm ſo: But I do not think my ſelf ob- 
liged, to give Credit to his bare Aſſertion, in a Fact 
of which he could have no perſonal Knowledge, in Op- 
poſition to the cleareſt Teſtimonies of the very Perſons 
concern d, to the contrary. As to his Inſinuation of 
my accuſing the Doctor of laying ſo heavy a Charge on 
our Reform'd Church, that all which the Malice of the 
Papiſts has yet invented, falls ſhort of it; it is a moſt 
unjuſt Calumny, and wilfull Miſrepreſentation of my 
Words: For nothing can be more evident to every 


common Reader, than that I do not lay this heavy 


Accuſation to the Charge of them, who thought Cal- 
vin and Bucer had too much Influence in the Review z 
but only them, who affirm, that on their Account, half 
of the inſtituted Matter of Chriſt's Cup was laid aſide, 
the Communion of Saints implicitly renounced, and 
the only full and complete Conſecration of the Euchari- 
ſtic Elements expunged. This Dr. Heylin —_— 

| 2 ar 


7 i POSTSCRIPT; 
far from affirming, that he officiated Hy-by the 
ExNGLIsH LyTURGY, always ſpoke it with Marks 
of the greateſt Eſteem, and lived and died in ibe Com- 
mmunion of our Church. And if he was as Orthgdox 

4 Man, as ever the Cnunxch of ENGLAND bred, as 
this Author himſelf confeſſes, Page 133, bat can 
we think of them, who have rejected and condemned 

the Office by which he adminiſtred, and renounced all 
Communion with that Church, for which. he. was ſo 
noble a Champion, ſo eminent a Sufferer ? as our Aus 
thor's Party have lately done. 
Page 135. be endeavours 10 recriminatt; and ſays, 
that I have made our Reformers Men of as abandon'd 
Conſciences, as they can be ſuppoſed to have done 
but when he comes to give bis {nſtance, he quotes my 
Words falſe, affurming what I ſpeak. only of ſome of 
them, to have been ſpoken of all our Reformers in ge- 
eral, and perverting what I ſay of their Opinions in 
Point of Speculation only, to a Charge of active Obedience 
to unreaſonable Commands of the King, and actually re- 
gucing the Church to be a mere Creatare of the State. 
So that there needs no other Anſwer to this Calumny, 
than to refer the Reader to Page 24, 25: of my Life 
of Cranmer, for a clear Proof of my Innocence, and 
this Author's baſe Diſingenuity. 
As to his Complaints of my Warmth and uncha- 
ritable Refleftions, 1 appeal to the World, whether 
he has not juſtified me in all I have ſaid of his Par- 
iy, by giving the following Character of the Commu- 
| nion Office of our Church, (which is alſo the Senſe 

10 ö of the whole Seft,) pag. 126. « 4 Office, which 

i — & does not allow of the ſame ſacramental Cup to 

„ be adminiſtred, as our Saviour gave to his Apo- 

| ce ſtles at the J aſtitution; 3 which wants two Parts 

4 „ of the Form of Conſecration; which has no 

4 „ Oblation of the Euchariſtic Sacrifice, the only 

% proper Chriſtian Worſhip z and which IX 

the 
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POSTSCRIPT. mx 
e the Communion of Saints, by" excluding the 
« Faithful departed. And ſball I Jcruple to call 
ſuch baſe Reflections on the beft Liturgy in the World, 
wicked and groundleſs Aſperſions 5 15 it a Breath 
75 Cbriſtian Charity and Meekneſs, to pronounce the 
- Spirit, from whence they proceed, a factious and tur- 
—— Spirit? And would it not be rather an Ar- 
gument 120 a Laodicean Lukewarmneſs, a perfect 
Gallioniſm in Religion, to ſpeak with Colaneſs and 
Tndifference of theſe T hings,and of their late e | 
Separation, which has been attended with ſuch miſ- 
chievous Effetts, both to our civil and 2 ions 45 
fairs, as #0 ſincere Chriſtran, yo honeſt Ea li 
man, can reflect on without the utmoſ# Concern: 
Page 136. he endeavours to reconcile their Appeal 
to the high Encomiums given to the firſk Liturgy by 
the Parliament, with the Doctrine of the Indepen- 
dency of the Charch, by aſſerting, that they only a- 
peal'd to tbe AF as a Teſtimony of Matter of Fa. 
But dares he affirm the Fatt in Diſpute to be a Fatt, 
of which Parliaments are capable Fudges ? If not, 
bow weak and abſurd is this Reply? Aud if be will 
maintain, that Parliaments are capable Judges of 
what is done by the Aid of the Holy Ghoſt, unn 
what Scruples in Religion are well grounded, 
what proceed from Curioſity, rather than any wortby 
Cauſe; if, I ſay, be allows Parliaments to be pro- 
per Judges in ſuch Caſes, 1 do not ſee, bow he can 
clear himſelf of Eraſtianiſm, and an implicit Renun- 
ciation of the Independency of the Church. __ 
But what if, after all, the Eſſentialiſts have miſ- 
interpreted and miſapplied the Words of the Ad? 
What if the Aid of the Holy Ghoſt, hy which the 
firſt Liturgy. is ſaid to have been finiſ#'d, is only - to 
be refer d to the purging the Service from the Popiſh 
Corruptions and Innovations, and does not all relate 
to any of the Uſages, retain d in the firſt, and diſ- 
charg'd 


xx: XA£OSTSCREPT. 
charg'd in the ſecond. Liturgy ? And that this is the 
true State of the Caſe, may, I think, be very fairly 
infer d, from the Account which the Parliament gives 
of the Review, viz that it had explained, and per- 
ed, and made the Prayers and Service more 
earneſt, and fit to ſtir Chriſtian People to the true 
honouring of Almighty God. Could the Parlia- 
ment give this ample Teſtimony, this manifeſt Pre- 
ference, to the ſecond Liturgy, and yet not believe the 
Holy Ghoſt to have aſſiſted at the Review ? And 
what have this Author, and his Party, been able to 
produce as à Proof of the contrary, but only their 
own Prejudices in Favour of the four Points in Diſ- 
pute? which is poorly begging the Queſtion. 1 
bave done with this Writers Arguments; 
and nothing now remains, but to vindicate my ſelf, 
and the reſt of the Clergy, from the Aſperſions, with 

which he has endeavour'd to blacken us. 

What relates to my ſelf is, in Page 124, 12y. 
where he makes a very tragical Outcry againſt me, 
for ſaying, that Mr. Collier and Doctor Brett had 
copied their new Offices from Mr.-W hiſton's Litur- 
gy, and calls on me to produce Witneſſes to prove it. 
But was ever any. Man ſo filly, as to call for 
Witneſſes to prove a Fatt of this Nature? Cannot 
T be certain, that Theophylact has borrow'd his An- 
notations from St. Chryſoſtom ? or that that idle 
Plagiary, Iſidorus Clarius, has ſtole all his Notes on 
the old Teſtament, word for word, from Munſter 
unleſs I could produce Evidences, who actually ſaw 
them tranſcribing thoſe great Authors. Ts not a faith- 
ful Compariſon of the Books themſelves, all the Evi- 
dence, which the Nature of the Thing admits of? 
nay, did any reaſonable Man ever demur to ſuch 
an Evidence? And thither I appeal; let their new 
Offices, and Mr. Whiſton's - Liturgy be compared, 
2 and 


P-O:S-T-SC-R-EP7F,. ix, 


and let every impartial Reader judge, whether I may | 


not juſtly apply Martial's Sarcaſm to this Caſe, 
Stat contra, dicitque tibi, tua pagita, Fur es. 
But this Aut hor ſays, that Mr. Collier never ſaw 
Mr. W hifton's Liturgy, nor had Doctor Brett ſeen, 
or heard of it, befort their new Offices were printed 
and publiſh'd; and that he has a Commiſſion from 
thoſe two injured Gentlemen to declare it in this pub- 
lic Manner. If thoſe Gentlemen indeed gave him ſuch 
a Commiſſion, I think, they ought at the ſame time, 
to have direfted him, to have put his Name to this public 
Airmation For what Credit can they think will be 
allow'd to the ſculking anonymous Affirmation of an 
Author, that has m the preceding Part of his Book diſ- 
cover d ſo much inſincerity and diſingenuity ? Hows- 
ever, ſince it is poſſible, that great Innovators, as 
well as great Wits, may jump in many Things; [ 
am willing to give them any reaſonable Satisfaction, 
and ſhall therefore in the ſecond Edition of the Book, 
which is now going to the Preſs, change the Words 
copy from him, into agree with him in. 1 
But how comes this unhappy Writer, who takes ſo 
much pains, to find a Mote in my Eye, not to diſcern the 
m in his own Eye? how comes he, immediately 
after ſo heavy a Charge on me, for a ſuppoſed Inju- 
ry done to Mr. Collier and Doctor Brett, to injure 
our whole Clergy, in that notorious Manner, pag. 
 12F, 126? The hiſtorical Account in thoſe two Pa- 
ges, on the moſt ſtritt Enquiry, I declare to be one con- 
tinued. Falſhood, and that our Clergy never practiſed 
the four Points, never allow'd them to be deſirable, 


nor ever refuſed to meet their Brethren, in ſuch an 


inexcuſable Manner; bat on the contrary, a ſolemn 
Meeting was appointed, the Merits of the Cauſe im- 
partially examin'd, and the four Points rejected by a 
reat Majority; notwithſtanding which, Mr. Col- 
ier, in Defiance of this Synodical Determination of 
His 
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| as the Fourth. And here I tale my leave, acg 


tbur ſhall be wrote with ſuch a 22 ant in 15 4 
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1 for another Mating in order t0 a 
Accommodation, and bad engaged to bring Me. Col. 4 
lier ta it, the Dejegn was © fruſtrated.by the Stiffneſs © 
and Obftinacyof the latter, who. inftead of 'comings, s 
1 an unaccouatabls Letter, to ſummon them by vn. 
rue of his imaginary. Primacy, 10 attend. him about © 
a Week after, at anotber-Place ; of all which,” a 


and Progreſs of Separation, @ ant 
clear e Account ſball, if it is foand' — 8 
by pubbiſb d, and confirm d with ſufficient Toft inonia 
that upun 4 Full View vf be Hrorecdiugr un h 
"Sides, the Mord may be et ts 0 judge As LE 0 
vie. Fuſtire of boa Cape. un CEA, heel 
hope, ben tbis Author ap rears re Public ata, 
eubarever Defetts his Arguments may labuur nnd 
he chill at leaſt vouchſafe to write the Truth; lei be 
give the World occafion to ſufſpett, that when they « 
threw the ten Commandments aut of: their Gonmunts : 
ox-Office, it was as much on account of the * 


eng bim, that 1 fball not think myſelf c aig ho 
"after to tate notice of any anonymous 


ingenuous a Manner, as to give its. Autlor juſtCauſe 
10 be either afmid or alham d to pat bie Name e 
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1. 10, for hid read did; pag. 49,1. 287 Thor Innovation 1 33 
an. In the Appendix, pag. iv, I. 10, for wits range 
xi, 1, 14. for ix, read AN. ©. Ec 
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